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Tax Bill Passes, Legislators 


AUSTIN 


In a lackadaisical mood 
that contrasted sharply with 
the tense drama of similar 
tax showdowns through 
seven months of debate, the 
House of Representatives ap- 
proved a $185 million tax bill 
as amended by the Senate 
and dispatched it to the Gov- 
ernor. The bill contains a $16 
million levy on the severance 
beneficiaries of natural gas 
production. 

The end of the tumultuous tax 
controversy that had divided the 
House into two tight factions 
came ironically with the coali- 
tions crumbled and both sides as- 
serting the other side won. 

On the last key vote, whether 
or not to concur in the Senate 
amendments, Rep. Tom James, 
Dallas conservative, and Rep. Bob 
Eckhardt, Houston liberal, voted 
“aye,” while Bob Hughes, Dallas 
conservative, and Dean Johnston, 
Houston liberal, voted “no.” Thus 
had the two battalions plunged 
into a sea of individuals at the 
finish. 

The motion to concur carried, 
85-54, and was then reconsidered 
and passed in a near carnival at- 
mosphere by a vote of 115-25, suf- 
ficient to meet the constitutional 
two-thirds rule to put tax bills 
into effect without a 90-day delay. 

The undisciplined windup re- 
sulted from some anxious soul- 
searching on the part of liberals 
at a caucus after passage of the 
Senate version. The complicated 
and at times confused Senate de- 
bate had left pipeline taxers in 
doubt as to whether or not the 
severance beneficiary clause was 
constitutional as it emerged from 
the Senate rewriting. Following 
the analysis made by Eckhardt, 
the liberals concluded: (1) The 
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Many Sales Taxes, Pipeline Tax Okayed 


bill was constitutionally strongest 
at the time it left the House; (2) 
it was weakest at the time the 
Senate substitute was originally 
offered by Senator Wardlow Lane 
and approved by the Senate state 
affairs committee; (3) the Senate 
bill had been materially strength- 
ened by floor amendments au- 
thored by Sen. Crawford Martin; 
(4) if the House rejected the Sen- 
ate amendments and asked for a 
conference committee, the bill 
would be worked over by con- 
ferees appointed by Ben Ramsey 
and Waggoner Carr—a develop- 
ment that would not, suspected 
the liberals, result in the strength- 
ening of the bill’s constitutional- 
ity. 

On the basis of these conclu- 


sions, liberals decided to make no 
organized effort to reject the Sen- 
ate amendments in the House, 
permitting the bill to become law, 
with those wishing to do so vot- 
ing “no.” 

Explaining his interpretation of 
the final draft of the pipeline tax, 
Eckhardt said, “The bill is not as 
well protected against court at- 
tack as it could be. It is not as 
strong constitutionally as the bill 
the House approved. But it is far 
stronger than Lane’s original bill 
and it has a fair chance, I think, 
to run the gauntlet up to the Su- 
preme Court. It must carry a tre- 
mendous burden, however, for 
the non-severability clause that 
Lane inserted means the whole 





bill will fall if any minute part of 





it is ruled unconstitutional, even} 


if that part concerns procedure 
and does not directly concern the 
principle of severance beneficiary | 


taxation. In any event 


best bill we could get, given the! 


circumstances. It could 
worse going to a conferenc: 
mittee appointed by Ramsey 


Carr.” 


Conservatives genera 
ed the severance beneficiary 


pro- 
vision as unconstitutional. Rep. 
Frates Seeligson of San Ant 
said he thought the 
“clearly unconstitutional 
Sam Bass, Freeport, agreed 
have been staunch opp: 
the pipeline levy during 
controversy. 


Was 


F110 | 


Rep. | 


Both | 


The House debate on concur- 
|rence began Thursday afternoon. 


Rep. Ben Glusing, Kingsville 
| conservative, moved that’ the 
| House concur in the Senate 
amendments. 


| Rep. Johnston moved not to 
concur. The Houston liberal said 
the bill was “as bad as anything 
|} the Senate has ever shunted off 
; on us. We could have bought a 
| thing like this in May.” He said 
| the bill was “rotten with sales- 
| taxes and should not be accepted 
just because it has a puny little 
$7.5 million gas tax on an indus- 
try that makes millions.” A con- 
ference committee “couldn't do 
any worse. I know what confer- 
ence committees have done to us 
in the past but this is just a gen- 
eral sales tax, selectively admin- 
(Continued on Page 3) 











GAS LEVY’S VALIDITY IN DOUBT 


AUSTIN 


After an exhausting day- 
long debate that featured 
three hours of controversy 
over the constitutionality of 
the severance beneficiary gas 
pipeline tax, the Senate Wed- 
nesday passed for the first 
time in six tries a general tax 
bill that contained the pipe- 
line levy. 

As in the House, the bill that 
achieved final passage was au- 
thored by a heretofore unrelent- 
ing foe of the severance bene- 
ficiary tax. Sen. Wardlow Lane, 
veteran conservative and mem- 
ber of Ben Ramsey’s “team,” 
sponsored the Senate bill, while 
Rep. Will Ehrle, Childress con- 
servative, authored the pipeline 








AUSTIN 

A night-prowling operation 
by unknown legislators, a 
scoop by the AP, grumbling 
among reporters, particularly 
those of the rival wire serv- 
ice, UPI, rumors of finger- 
print dust and police investi- 
gations — all this kept the 
Texas House of Representa- 
tives occupied during the 
three days last week that the 
Senate debated the general 
tax bili. 

As pieced together by Ob- 
server reporters, the sequence 
of events ran like this: 

(1) House members have 
become increasingly anxious 
to break the wall of secrecy 
surrounding the joint confer- 
ence report on the general ap- 
propriations bill. Appropria- 
tions chairman Bill Heatly has 
refused to release any infor- 
mation about the bill. Espe- 
cially concerned were liberal 
legislators who suspected 
Heatly’s committee had made 
severe cuts in appropriations 
for higher education. 

(2) Last weekend, four leg- 
islators, thought to be liberals, 
determined to acquire a copy 
of the two-inch thick appro- 
priation bill locked in a House 
conference room. 





Over The Transom 


(3) One of the four slithered 
over the transom and obtain- 
ed a copy or copies. 


(4) A copy was given to 
Frank Manitzas, member of 
the Associated Press Austin 
bureau, who promptly broke 
the story in Monday morning 
editions across the state. 


(5) United Press staffers 
announced to all concerned 
that they were very unhappy 
at the favoritism shown by 
the culprits. 


(6) A member touted the 
UPI on the theory that the 
story had been “leaked” by 
Heatly. 

(7) UPI became very mad 
at Heatly until, discovering 
the truth, they became 

(8) Very mad at the lib- 
erals. 

(9) Other House members, 
eonservative and liberal, over- 
joyed at breaking the secrecy 
on the bill, registered protests 
when they read accounts of 
budgetary cuts in expected 
sums for hospitals and col- 
leges in their districts. 

(10) Rumors circulated that 
the Department of Public 
Safety was fingerprinting the 
transom. 








sion. 
The House bill was pronounced 
“adequate” as to its constitution- 


factions, 


proponents who have backed 


tions. 


leagues his only concern was in 
making the severance tax “as con- 
stitutional as possible. 

“T heard it stated,” said Lane, 
“and I read in the paper, that the 
severance beneficiary tax has 
been the thing that has held this 
whole question up. If I'd heard 
about that three months ago, I'd 
have been ready to vote for this 
severance beneficiary then. If a 
person defended the long lines, he 
wouldn’t get a vote; he'd lose lots 
of votes.” 

Lane objected to stories that he 
and Hardeman “had put a blooper 
in this bill” via the ethane- 
methane amendment suggested by 
Rep. Ehrle (separate story). ‘Peo- 
ple who say we are trying to 
saboteur this bill are judging 
other people by their own inner 
self,” Lane said. 
| Lane repeatedly asserted he 
was “trying to do as little as pos- 
sible to the bill, because I don’t 








SEN. CRAWFORD MARTIN 





tax included in the House ver-| want to be known as a sabote 


| 
| 


| 


ality feature by both contending | maining statement, ax h 
but, as substituted by/| in shall not be the lia f the 
the Senate, the Lane version was! producers.” 

called “doubtful” by pipeline tax | 


Is It Valid? 


Governor Daniel’s recommenda- 
| 


Lane repeatedly told his col- | 


He struck from the bill th 
phrase “It is the ints f 
legislature that” 


and left the re- 


Sen. Grady Hazle 
rillo, asked Lane if he i ob- 
ject to exempting smelt 
that obviously would 
bill unconstitutional. “If we cou 
only tax the pipelins yuld 








divided the House ar ite for 
the three special sess un- 
derlay the regular im- 
passe on taxes 

Gradual acceptar eased 
among the majority) egis- 
lature that betwee rcent | 
and 75 percent of t i $185 
million for the years 
would come fron sales 
' taxes. 

Gov. Daniel also demanded a 
change in the fran to | 
cause it to fall m on | 
out-of-state corporat doing 
| business in Texas ipe- 
| line tax rather thar pro- 
| duction tax increase 

The situation “brok en the 
| independent oilmer anized 
| into Texas Independent Prod ucers | 
}and Royalty Owners sent 
|out a memo which the 
majors of “an exercis¢ du- 
plicity.” The House had sent over 
a gasless tax bill; the Senate 
added a production tax increase; 
TIPRO concluded they had been 
had. 

On July 18, Harry Jones, 
president of TIPRO, sent his 
members a memo asking, “Who 
will pay the gas tax—pipeline 
companies or producers and 
royalty owners?” and admitting 





Why Tt 


Why did the Senate sud- 
denly buckle this week and 
accept a_ severance-benefici- 
ary tax of 1.5 percent on the 
gas pipelines? 

This had been t 


wae 


N 


vhicn 


lay a tax on them—” Lane began; 
“that would retire the national 
debt,” finished Sen. George Mof- 
fett, Chillicothe. 

“You couldn't make it constitu- 
tional, no matter what you wrote 
in it,” Sen. Rudolph Weinert, Se- 
guin, a staunch opponent of the 
tax, contributed. 

As the bill emerged from the 


- Senate committee, its terms were 


declared “nonseverable,” so that 
if any detail were held uncon- 
stitutional, the entire bill would 
fall. 


Lane substituted a clause which 
(Continued on Page 2) 





e Switch? 


being “frankly appalled by the ef- 
|forts of certain industry repre- 
| sentatives” to add an increase 
| on gas production. 
| Meanwhile Gov. Daniel and the 
| House liberals evidently began to 
| strike bottom in their soundings 
|in public opinion on behalf of a 
| pipeline tax. The Senate, which 
|} voted 19-11 against the pipeline 
| tax on a previous test, in a team 
play Wednesday passed the House 
| pipeline tax. 

Actually the decision was mani- 
'fest last week, when Speaker 
| Waggoner Carr’s team brought 
| forward the tax (with Rep. Will 
| Ehrle, Childress, taking the lead) 
|The Senate this week only car- 
| ried out this play. 

The Observer monitored the 
| Senate debates carefully with an 
lear to tip-offs why the senators 
reversed their previous vote on 
| the gas pipeline tax. Senators’ re- 
| marks which might: provide inti- 
| mations of answers: 

| SEN. WILLIAM S. FLY, Vic- 
|toria, indicated his continuing 
| contempt for the pipeline tax, as 
| he went along with the play: dis- 
| cussing whether the tax would be 
the liability of the producers, he 
said, “Well, that’s what the Gov- 
ernor wrote, and that’s what those 
wild-hairs over thefe (in the 
House) wrote.” 

Sen. Grady Hazlewood, Ama- 
rillo, in an ironic byplay: “Of 
course we're trying to get the 
pipelines. That’s what we're all 
| (Continued on Page 2) 

















| A GASLESS GAS TAX? 


AUSTIN 


One needed a chemistry 
manual to keep up with the 


latter-day gas taxers_ this 
week. 
Tuesday afternoon the 


Capitol started with laughter 
and surprise as the report cir- 
culated that the Senate com- 


mittee’s tax bill exempted 
natural gas from the natural 
gas tax. 

In new language defining “li- 


quid hydrocarbons” which were 


to be exempt from the tax, not 


only were the ordinary liquid 
hydrocarbons specified, but so 
also were “methane” end “eth- 
ane.” 

According to a book on the 
natural gas industry supplied to 


legislators by Bailey Jones, Lone 


Star Gas Co. lobbyist in Austin, 
methane and ethane constitute 
most of commercial natural gas 


Officials at the Railroad Com-: 
mission averred that methane and 


ethane are about 95 percent of 
natural gas. A chemistry expert 
told Sen. Charles Herring, said 


the Austin senator, that methane 
and ethane are about 9 percent 
of natural gas 

In the natural gas text Eco- 
nomics of Natural Gas in Texas 
by Stockton, Henshaw, and 
Graves, it is stated on pages 10-12: 

“The primary hydrocarbons of 
natural gas are methane, ethane, 
propane, and butane. ... Methane, 
the lightest hydrocarbon, is the 
predominating constituent of na- 
tural gas. Ethane, next in order 
in the series, is present in the 
next largest amount. ... The na- 
tural gas that is utilized commer- 
cially domestically as fuel con- 
sists almost entirely of methane 
and ethane.” 

The Senate team behind the tax 
bill rushed for its immediate con- 
sideration Tuesday, but Sen 
Grady Hazlewood, Amarillo, pro- 


tested, “I'm gettin’ darn tired of 
having this thing run out across 
here like a jet plane.” “I'm cer- 
tainly not trying to rush any- 
body,” responded Sen. Wardlow 
Lane, Center, the sponsor. ‘ There 
are some changes in this bill that 
aren't listed in this little fact 
sheet,” Herring said. “We're tax- 


ing the people of Texas $183 mil- 
lion. Don't you think we ought to 
look at it?’’ Sen. Louis Crump, 
San Saba, brought the methane- 
ethane exemption into the open: 
“There is a rumor going around 
that the term defining the liquid 
hydrocarbons is different from 
that as in the original House Bill 
11." The Senate voted 18-13 to 
take the bill up at once; 
two-thirds was required, the de- 
bate went over to the next day 


‘The Gimmick’ 


Upon the Senate's adjournment, 
Rep. George Hinson, Mineola, 
sponsor of the Daniel gas tax, laid 


since 


a copy of the Senate pipeline tax | 


on the railing around the rotunda 
balcony and said: “Methane and 
ethane—that is your dry gas right 
there. There it is—that’s the gim- 
mick!” 

“You mean this is a gas tax 
that doesn't tax any gas?” a re- 
porter asked Hinson. “Evidently 
so,” Hinson replied. 

At his desk, Rep. Bob Eckhardt, 
Houston, also entertained report- 
ers on the subject. “Methane and 
ethane—that is natural gas. That's 
practically all it is,” he said. 
“That's like taxing water and ex- 
empting H20.” All that would be 
left of the gas tax, he said, would 
be “a little moisture and a little 
sulphur.” 

“That’s the cheapest gimmick 
I've ever seen,” Eckhardt said. 

The matter was discovered, the 
Observer understands, by Sen. 
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David Ratliff, Stamford, who no-| the liquid petroleum gases code.) 
ticed the detail and asked Sen.| Had methane and ethane been on 
Dorsey Hardeman about it. About | the list? No, Ehrle said, but, he 
the same time Eckhardt ap-| explained, “I put in every ‘ane’ I 
proached the Senate about it from/ could think of.” 
the House side. Hardeman had Shepperd said from Odessa, on 
been looking up methane and the methane-ethane amendment 
ethane in the dictionary: Eckhardt) and Ehrle: “Yes, I talked to him 
assured him they are natural gas.| about it. ... He called and read it 
Eckhardt said he “had to boot-/ to me. ... He called me. ... Ehrle 
leg this copy (of the bill) to find | called me a couple of times.” Had 
out what was going on. This Hur-| Shepperd approved the amend- 


Gas Levy Validity - 


May Be 


(Continued from Page 1) 
said again the provisions were 
“nonseverable,” and which added 
that if they were invalid as to the 
severance-beneficiaries (buyers of 
gas), they were also invalid as to 
the producers. 

This is the elause that caused 
fear of unconstitutionality among 
the tax’s supporters. The fear was 
based on two grounds: (1) that 
any procedural invalidity might 


invalidate the whole tax because | 


of the clause; (2) that an intent to 
burden interstate commerce might 
show through to the courts like 





ricane Debra blew this (copy) | ment? “I think that it covered it,” 
out of Room 7,” a Senate commit-/| he responded. 
tee — The Observer apprised Ehrle 
Where had the amendment that Shepperd said he had dis- 
come from? Began a detective | cussed the amendment with Ehrle. 
sory. “I said I didn’t talk to him about 
Hardeman had explained that) tnt specific amendment,” Ehrle| 
Rep. Will Fhrle, Childress, had | aid “I perhaps mentioned it to 
brought the amendment to him. him in connection with whet I 


Ehrle opposed a pipeline tax until personally 
last week, when he came forward | d 
with the 1.5 percent pipeline tax | 
which Speaker Waggoner Carr's 


might offer. I didn't | 
iscuss it specifically with him in | 
terms of what it said.” 

Shepperd had said Ehrle had | 


“a red flag” (as Sen. Martin said) 
because of the “no fallback on 
producers” provision. 

Sen. Henry Gonzalez, San An- 


Doubtful 


| some as low as four cents,” Rob- 
erts said. 

Lane countered that the tax 
would hurt “marginal fields.” In 
those places where the profit is 
very thin, it wouldn't pay a pipe- 
line to go to the expense of run- 
ning a line in there if you put 
this tax on them,” he said. Sen. 
Grady Hazlewood of Amarillo 
also opposed the flat rate tax on 
the grounds that a “per cent of 
value tax is the only fair tax be- 
jm it’s on ability to’ pay.” 
Lane’s motion to table the Rob- 
|erts amendment prevailed, 19 to 
| 12 
| Sen. Gonzalez then offered a 
| tax on pipelines, graduated from 
| $15 to $125 a mile based on the 





tonio, tried to get the clause about| size of the pipelines. He said the 
nonseverability struck, but Lane! pipeline companies are now 
defended his wording as “the crux| “cheerfully paying this tax in 


team, and this week the Senate, : 

passed read him the amendment, how- | of the thing” and beat Gonzalez’s | Mississippi” and added, “it hits a 
Senators waderstesd Marden ever. Was that correct? After a motion by voice vote. | segment of the industry not be- 

to have been told by Ehrle that pause, Ehrle said, “It's possible.” | Gonzalez tried again, saying he/ jing taxed.” Gonzalez proposed 

John Ben Shepperd, former at- As to who called first, Ehrle | wanted the clause written so that | that the money derived from the 

torney general now associated said “He called me initially. I| “if the court held a slight tech- | levy be deposited with college 


called him the second time.” 
Wednesday morning the matter | 
lifted the Senate debate off the | 
ground. Sen. Lane said liquid | 
ethane and methane in the natural! 
gas are “negligible.” Ehrle, on this | 
heticieiitieniin * point, had contended that, al-, 
Ste antl be tole de Shepperd | *noush his definition specified | 
lias sevetenee-| “methane” and “ethane,” he 
beneficiary tax as a whole” but | intended to designate these ele- 
ait te EE Some amma! ments in their liquid form, since 
ment. He said Shepperd called the definition pertained to “liquid 


him first, and then, on Shepperd's hydrocarbons. 

request, he called him back a sec-| Lame said that “some of our 
ond time. He said Shepperd did| saboteurs said this took 90 per- 
not suggest the amendment to) cent of their gas. I want to 
him, and “no oil and gas men| stop the little saboteur that’s been | 
| going on, and that’s why I've put} 
‘it back the way it was.” That is, | 
Lane moved to strike out the} 
methane-ethane exemption in the 
Where, then, had he obtained! committee's bill. 


with Odessa Natural Gasoline Co. | 
and indirectly with El Paso Natu-! 
ral Gas Products Co. had had 
something to do with it. 

Ehrle said: “I wrote this section. 
I was just trying to exempt liquid 


19 
ume 


twice 


talked to me about it.” 


Every ‘Ane’ 


+ 2 a > ; > | 
the idea of enompung methane Merdeman observed that a 
and ethane as “liquid hydrocar- chemist had attested that methane 
bons”? “My understanding was 


4 oat of and ethane occur in “mere traces 
t at l gas is of , es | 
that natural gas is made of all of i, the liquid hydrocarbons” but! 


sse—in gaseou rm. I was try- ‘“ 2 

these—in gaseous for > “"| are “about 95 to 98 percent of the 
, ¢ mnt those ft + | 

ing to pinpoint those turned into} pas” itself. 


liquid,” he said 

Where did he get his list of ele- 
ments to be exempted? “I checked 
the LPG code to be sure I got 
all of them,” he replied. (This is} 


WHY THE SWITCH? 
‘Continued from Page 1) prove th? constitutionality. Ton-| 
tryin’ to get. There’s no argument gue-in-cheek, Sen. Dorsey Harde- | 
about that at all.” man, San Angelo, said: “I’m gonna 
Sen. Wardlow Lane, Center,’ stay right with Daniel and Hin-| 
sponsor of the Senate tax bill: son. I'm not independent any | 
“The drive is on to tax the long more, I'm going right along with | 
the Governor.” Fly chimed in: 
Sen. Jimmy Phillips, Angleton: “I'm voting with the Governor 
“It's aimed at the long-line pipe-| and the CIO.” Hardeman and Fly 


The amendment was adopted) 
without objection. Everyone then 
agreed that the natural gas tax! 
applied to natural gas. R.D.! 








lines.” 


lines.” were outvoted on this amend-! 
Sen. Crawford Martin, Hills- ment, as they were on Martin's 
| boro: “I voted for a production) other tightening amendments ex-| 


tax, but the House wants it that, cept for his last one. 
way (the pipeline tax). I may SEN. JEP FULLER, Port Ar-! 
have to run for re-election, and|thur, sought to substitute the 
I'd hate for them to say, well, he House tax bill for the Senate bill. 
just put that in there to knock The House bill included the re- 
that out,” (that is, added a pro- duction in the tax on sulphur 
| vision Martin said might make the companies, which Fuller had of- 
bill unconstitutional). fered unsuccessfully in the Sen- 
Sen. Fly: “The whole thesis of ate. In the course of his remarks, 
|this severance-beneficiary that Fuller argued: 
| the Governor and the AFL and “The demand is put on us al- 
| the CIO have put in here” is to| most unanimously by the people 
|tax the pipelines. “You know of Texas that we put on some 
good and well that what we ought | severance-beneficiary tax on the 
| to do is to come out with a gen-| gas pipelines. The time has 
| eral sales tax and let everybody | come when we can properly listen 


pay it.” | to the House.” 
Martin offered amendments; Fly asked if the House bill had 
which _ pro-gas-taxers_ believed| “the same pipeline tax.” Fuller 


were designed to improve the) replied: 
constitutionality of the bill. In! “The pipelines aren't running, 





general these brought the bill! senator, but you are, and I am— 
back into line with the House ver- and you know it.” 
sion, but in one case Martin ad- All the senators quoted except | 
| vocated an amendment which | Martin voted against the pipeline) 
| changed the House wording. He tax on the key 19-to-11 defeat of 
said this change, too, would im- | the tax in the Senate in June. 





nicality unconstitutional, the 
whole bill won't be declared un- 
constitutional.” Again the Senate 
voice-voted him down. 

The House bill exempted natu- 
ral gas injected back into the 
earth in Texas, unless it is bought 
for that purpose. The Senate bill 


| left off the “unless” clause. Sen. 


Martin warned this could result 
in unconstitutionality, because gas 
injected into Texas earth would 
be exempt, but not gas injected 
into Oklahoma earth, and this 
would be discriminatory against 
other states. Martin won restora- 
tion of the House wording on the 
various exemptions, 22-9. 

This started Martin’s winning 
streak on the issues of constitu- 


i tionality. A remote kin of the 


Governor's who has_ staunchly 


| supported his tax position in the 


Senate this year, Martin objected 
to language he called “flapdoodle"’ 
and “dangerous” and managed. by 
the way, to write a separate sev- 
erability clause into an important 
section of the tax. 

His final move was an attempt 
to reconsider Lane's severability 
clause. “If you've got a slip of 
the lip anywhere in this whole 
dill, senator,” he said, “then the 
whole thing is unconstitutional.” 
His motion to reconsider prevail- 


ed; then he proposed that only 
“the tax herein” would be non- 
severable. 


But he seemed to sense that he 
was losing strength on the issue. 


He failed to win a motion to shut | 
off debate, 20-11. He noticed that | 


three of the five senators who 
would be on the conference com- 
mittee were opposed to him on 
the point. 


“Actually, we're talking about 


something that you five gentle- | 


men are probably going to knock 
out anyway,” he said, talking to 
the conferees. 

Quite suddenly he withdrew his 
Substitute to the key clause. This 
disconcerted some of the gas tax- 
ers in the Senate; they went to 
him objecting. But he stood by his 
decision, and the Lane clause re- 
mained in the bill, which the next 
day passed the House unchanged. 


Raises Lose 


Several efforts were made to 
increase the revenues from the 
pipeline levy. Senator Ray Rob- 
erts of McKinney proposed a one 
and a half mill flat rate tax on all 
gas selling for less than 10 cents 
per 1000 cubic feet, retaining the 
one and a half per cent of value 
levy for higher price gas. “This is 
just an attempt to make the im- 
pact of this bill more equitable. 
It might surprise you to learn 
that a lot of gas is now going out 
of state for less than ten cents, 


governing boards to be used in 
| lieu of increasing student fees 
j}under the legislative authoriza- 
| tion passed in the second called 
— 


In the course of his argument, 
| Gonzalez fired off a blast at Lane 
| for accusing other senators of be- 
| ing “saboteurs” when he, Lane, 
| had “shown contempt for the Sen- 
| ate.” Lane said he didn’t have 
| Gonzalez in mind, “but if you fit 
| the description, well all right.” 

Hardeman called the Gonzalez 
|amendment unconstitutional. He 
| read a lengthy court decision 
| which he said held the specific 
| language of the Gonzalez proposal 
invalid. Gonzalez replied, “I got 
the wording for this bill from the 
Attorney General of Mississippi 
within the last three weeks. I sug- 
gest the senator advise the At- 
torney General of the unconsti- 
tutionality of this bill, just as he 
}has been advising Chief Justice 
Earl Warren of late.” The Gon- 
zalez amendment was tabled by a 
voice vote. 

Sen. Doyle Willis then tried to 
double the pipeline tax rate, of- 
fering an amendment levying a 
three per cent of value tax. He 
said it would yield $31.2 million 
over the biennium. 

Lane said the levy was “all out 
of proportion to what should be 
put on. severance beneficiary 
| plants in Texas.” The amendment 
| failed, 22 to 8. Voting with Willis 
were Sens. Colson, Dies, Herring, 
Moffett, Moore, Owen, and Rob- 
erts. 

Hazlewood offered an amend- 
iment to exempt gasoline plants 
|from having to collect the pipe- 
line tax. He explained that in in- 
stances where gasoline plants are 
ithe “first purchaser” but are not 
|the “severance beneficiary,” the 
| bill would force them to collect 
} the tax from the pipeline com- 
| panies which are the benefici- 
|aries. Martin, seizing the oppor- 
| tunity to delete part of the bill's 
language as written in the Lane 
version, offered a substitute mo- 
tion that the words “first pur- 
chaser” be deleted wherever they 
appeared. 

Opposed, Lane said, “I am not 
an expert on this tax, but if we 
start changing this severance 
beneficiary tax materially, you're 
going to make it unconstitutional 
and we're going to get credit for 
tearing up the bill here in the 
Senate.”’ Lane’s motion to table 
the Martin amendment prevailed, 
16 to 15. The Hazlewood amend- 
ment was then overwhelmingly 
cefeated by a voice vote. 

Hazlewood also tried to exempt 
carbon black from the tax, but 
the amendment was defeated 22 
to 9. 






































* Hardeman Says ‘Shut Up’ 


AUSTIN 

With Lt. Gov. Ben Ramsey look- 
ing on in the company of gas 
lobbyist B. M. Britton, T.M.A. 
lobbyist Jim Yancy, and liquor 
lobbyist Johnnie B. Rogers, the 
Senate state affairs committee 
started the tax ball rolling Mon- 
day by approving the omnibus 
tax bill offered by Senator Ward- 
low Lane. 

In a crisply efficient session 
presided over by Sen. Dorsey 
Hardeman, the committee accept- 
ed the Lane version with little 
discussion of its severance bene- 
ficiary natural gas tax, a proposal 
which in past sessions had little 
support in the Senate. 

Biggest controversy swirled 
around a tax which wasn’t even 
in the bill—the three per cent 
luxury sales tax on jewelry and 
furs. The levy, passed by the 
House, was not included in the 
Lane version offered the commit- 
tee, but Sen.’ George Parkhouse 
of Dallas said he wanted wit- 
nesses opposing the tax to be 
heard anyway, because “we might 
be considering this tax again 





soon.” The Dallas senator prompt- 
ly ran into rough treatment by 
the committee. 

When Parkhouse’s witness, Aus- 
tin jeweler Dell Sheftall, said the 
proposal “wouldn’t even raise a 
million dollars,” let alone the 
planned $5 million, Sen. Jep Ful- 
ler of Port Arthur suggested hap- 
nily, “Let's raise the rates until 
it will get us some more money.” 
Joined in Sen. Floyd Bradshaw, 
“I move we appoint a subcom- 
mittee to work out an equitable 
tax for the jewelers and include 
it in the bill.” 

“Bring on some more jewel- 
ers,” said Hardeman after Shef- 
tall departed. 

The fiery Parkhouse erupted 
in a roar. “Mr. Chairman, I re- 
sent...” Hardeman gaveled him 
to silence and, with a flamboyant 
gesture, reached over and re- 
moved an ashtray from in front 
of Parkhouse’s chair. “I'll just 
keep this for safe-keeping,” said 
Hardeman, as the committee 
roared (Parkhouse reached for an 
ashtray threateningly during a 
recent argument with Sen. Jimmy 





Phillips). Parkhouse again 
sumed his protest and again was 
gaveled down by Hardeman. “I 
have a motion to get up a jewelry 
tax and I'll sure as hell put it to 
the committee unless you keep 
your big mouth shut,” Hardeman 
said. 

“To have these witnesses treat- 
ed...” Parkhouse’s oratory, some- 
what heated, was again drowned 
under Hardeman's gavel. “We'll 
hear your witnesses if you just 
shut up. I apologize for my lan- 
guage a moment ago. I apologize 
to the committee, the public, the 
press, and anybody else who 
wants an apology.” 

Parkhouse, was not mollified. 
He started talking again. The 
gavel overpowered him again. 
“Look, I've apologized once,” 
Hardeman said. “Next time I'll 
have to apologize for hitting you 
over the head with the gavel.” 

Parkhouse quit talking. 

The senators passed out the tax 
bill. 

The Lieutenant Governor, 
laughing with his companions, re- 
tired from the chamber. L.G. 





Tax Bill Finally Passes 


(Continued from Page 1) 
istered. The real issue is equitable 
taxation. We have treated the 
Senate’s bills with courteous dis- 
approval, and they have treated 
our bills with contempt.” 


Cross A Line 


Rep. Wesley Roberts, Lamesa 
conservative and one of Speaker 
Waggoner Carr’s floor leaders, 
spoke against the Johnston mo- 
tion. A stout opponent of pipeline 
taxes, Roberts drew a _ chuckle 
when he began, “As most of you 
know, I had to step across a gas! 
line to get over here to ask you, 
to vote for this bill.” He said the | 





bill would break the tax deadlock | eral, said anybody switching his | plauded—the House, 
and, with that, moved to table the | vote would be helping the state’s| and the gas lobby in the upper 
| right hand balcony. 


Johnston motion. 

Rep. Bob Hughes joined John- 
ston in asking for a conference 
committee. The Dallas conserva- 
tive said the bill was “hurried- 
ly written and some of the sec- 
tions are poorly drawn.” “I am 
not afraid to stay here, I am not 
afraid we won't pass a tax bill, I! 
am not afraid pensioners won't | 
get their checks. I know, as many | 
of you know, that some of the, 
definitions in this bill are not cor- 
rect. One section will do dam-| 
aging things to people it does not | 
intend to touch. Let's vote for | 
this bill after it’s been polished in| 
conference committee.” 

Opposing the move for non-| 
concurrence, Eckhardt engaged | 
Hughes in what turned out to be} 
the last man-to-man tax debate | 
of the 1959 session. Said Eckhardt, 
“What do you think of this propo- 
sition. Is it not possible that the 
Senate will put more bugs in the 
bill than we can get out?” 

Hughes said he heard enough of 
Eckhardt’s propositions. “If you 
don’t think House conferees can 
take care of themselves in com- 
mittee with the Senate, you 
shouldn’t be a member of this 
House.” This drew scattered ap- 
plause. 

With some heat, Eckhardt re- 
plied that he would have no 
qualms about House conferees “if 
the Speaker would appoint con- 
ferees favorable to the House 
point of view on the pipeline tax. 
That would be one thing. But to 
appoint members who have the 
Senate viewpoint to argue for the 
House, that would be another 
thing.” This, too, drew scattered 
applause. 

Then, in quick order, the six- 
month tie-up unraveled. John- 








THE TEXAS OBSERVER 


| jected rejections, 


ston’s motion was defeated 81-59, 
with the minority composed about 
equally of conservatives and lib-| 
érals. Glusing’s motion to concur | 
then prevailed, 985-54. Wilson 
Foreman of Austin moved to re- 
consider the vote so that 100 votes 
might be garnered to avoid a 90- 
day delay in putting the bill into 
effect. By putting the bill into 
effect promptly at the beginning 
of the new fiscal year on Septem- 
ber 1, Foreman argued, “the bill, 
which is already now the law, 
will raise $12 million more dollars 
to meet the appropriations bill} 
authorizations for state employees | 
and colleges.” 
Jamie Clements, 





Crockett lib- | 


needs. “With only 15 votes to go, 
that’s almost a million dollars a} 
vote!” Broad applause greeted | 
this analysis. Zeke Zbranek, Lib- | 
erty liberal, said he’d contribute | 
his million, “not because of the | 
merits of this bill, but because the 
state needs the money.” | 


‘Just Need 5’ 


Foreman, the microphone 


below the Speaker’s podium, be- 


on 


gan rounding up votes like a cir- 
cus barker. “I’ve got four votes, 
only need eleven . there’s an- 
and there’s another 
The 


House cheered the performance 


other one ... 
just need five now.” 


and Carr, gaveling for silence, ob- 
served ruefully, “We could have 
used him a long time ago.”’ 


The motion to reconsider car- 


ried, 117-23, and the bill was 
| passed again, this time by the 
115-25. margin. Everybody ap- 


the gallery 





| fore they 


Jamie Clements said, “I'd like | 
| to donate my million to higher 
| education.” 


That was the last word of the 
seven-month tax debate of 1959. 
L.G. 





THE NEW LAW 


AUSTIN 


After seven months of hearings, 
wrangles, debates, editorials, cau- 
cuses, votes, conference commit- 
tees, rejected reports, and re- 
the Texas leg- 
islature has enacted a tax bill for 
the next two vears by votes large | 
enough to put it into immediate 
effect Sept. 1. 


The senators voted their bill out | 
without having complete copies; | 
the representatives accepted the 
Senate version about two hours | 
after the weighty, indigestible) 
tomes were laid on their desks. | 
No one can quite say, therefore, | 
what the new law does. For ex-} 
ample, Rep. Bob Hughes, Dallas, 
warned late Thursday that the tax 
on hotels and motels is written 
broadly enough to apply to every 
rent house” on which rent is col- 
lected by 
more. 

Nevertheless, according to the 
poop sheets and sponsors’ guesses, 
these are the new taxes on the 
citizens and companies in Texas, 
with yields for the next two 
years: 

Motor vehicle sales tax from 1.1 
to 1.5 percent, $15.5 million; cig- 
arette sales from five to eight 
cents a pack, $64,458,000; 25 per- 
cent of the wholesale value of 
tobacco products except snuff, 
$14.5 million; 1.5 percent on re- 
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the week for $14 OF) itiity gross receipts tax, 





tail boat and motor sales, $2.8 


million; 3 percent on air condi- | 
tioner units, $7,575,000; 3 percent | 
on radios, TVs, phonographs, and | 
parts, $8.2 million; 3 percent on | 
precious and semi-precious stones, 
precious metals, and furs, with a 


| $25 exemption, $5 or $6 million; 3 | 


percent on hotel and motel room 
occupancy costing over $2 a night, | 
with those exempted when oc- 
cupied by the same tenant 30 | 
| days; liquor from $1.408 to $1.68 | 
per gallon, and wine 20 percent | 
up, for a yield together of $6,- 
334,800; total sales taxes, $130 mil-| 
| lion; 

A one-time 75-cent corporate 
| franchise tax increase, and a tw 10- | 
year 50-cent additional increase, | 
$32.5 million; a 1.5 percent sever- | 
ance beneficiary tax on natural | 
gas, $15.6 million; total business | 
taxes, $48 million; | 

An increase of 20 percent in the, 
tele- 
phone and telegraph exempt, $3.1 
million; 

Plus $300,000 from special fuels | 
enforcement, plus $4 million from | 
better tax collections, and minus 
$90,000 in reduced theater admis- | 
sions taxes and $604,000 in mis-)| 
cellaneous repealers. 

The House voted an $800,000) 
sulphur company tax cut and an) 
exemption from gasoline taxes for | 
city transit companies. Since the 
Senate, not the House bill passed, 
the House’s reductions did not be- 


come law, } 


| choose 


| that fight, 


|gether, and Angl eparated 


neighborhoods 


| us, 


| where there 


|ly educated persons. Just le 


| them 


ROBSTOWN LATIN 
=/REPLIES TO ANGLO 


Sirs: I read 
amount of interest the 
ten by Miss Mirian 
which appeared in the July 
Observer. Two thing 
lar interested me. First, Miss } 
ritt happens to be fron 
Her father and brother are 
known farmers 
munity. She 
and respected family. The sec 
thing that interested 
subject she chose t write 
Discrimination against Latin 
Mexicans, or peopl: f 
origin, whatever 
call the minority 
group. Minority 
nomer, because in Robstown La 
ins (let’s call them for the s 
of brevity) outnumber 


with 1 ertz 


comes f 


I want to congratulat 
Merritt for her 
and also for her 
ever, I believe sincers 
chose to write on a subject that sh 
knows very little about. A pers 
who has never been discrin 
or suffered any humiliatio 
cause of her origin or race 
never comprehend its meaning or 
consequences. A 
truthfully say 
discrimination 
Robstown can be ¢ 
queen in that literar 
who, when told that 
had no bread, 
cerely replied, Le them eat 
cake.” 

For Miss Merritt i rmation, 
primary or elementa 
Robstown did 
or through their 
mit Latins to 
School (strictly f 
end of World War 
Minerva Delgad De 
handed down by the rts, R 
town schools we not autom: 
tically desegregated 
can GI Forum (hated down to 
this date) fought 
school board for 
came ur 
of “free choice” ir ing parents 
the school of 
for their children. After winning 
the Fort estigated 


+ +} 


ability t write 


Sincerit 


person who 
that the: is n 


against Latins ir 


innocerl and sin- 


not tomatically 


and found 
were being segregated thin the 
rooms. Latins 


ou 
wer 


attending classes 

still exists to a la 
I'll admit that 

much better than 1 ere 

years ago. Since 

hoods are 

elementary scl 


segre € nave 


Latins. Two of tl 
disgrace the ity be- 
sides being dang f traps 

Miss Merritt stat at there 
are Latins on the t 
the school board. That is true 
There is one I 
| very evident 
ever, that Ang e i bloc” 
against the Latir lidates. This 
in turn forces t 
same, and the 
on. 

However, the Anglo ic 
gether and the I t. We 
have too many 
as Miss 
That is often prevale 
cultural community 


are n 


to 


al labor- 
the an d 


have 


ers. I'll 
point out that wv 
too many dumb tl 


ZO a 


Up 


t an 
Anglo pat them back, in- 
vite them for a cut 
a responsible pos 
tell them 
| they line themse 

the rest of the Lz o 
complacent to injustices 
have too many political 
tunists and “lobos 
among us who'll sell their soul or 


f coffee, 


ition, 
and 


“you're dif 


oppor- 
(wolves) 


} Th} r . y ' 
in S Mail COmMm- 





| been tried by Latins, 
| have been told by the Anglo bar- 


the Latins to the highest bidder 
We just have too many strikes 
against us. 

You cannot find a single Anglo 
barbershop in Robstown that will 
cut the hair of-a Latin. It has 
and they 
the nearest address of 


bers a 


ne | Latin barbershop. If that isn’t an 


| act of discrimination, I'll eat my 
| petate (straw) hat (if I had one) 


"| one 


| let 
| participate 


' Robstown’s 


Merritt ints put. | 


derate- | 


give | 


Or | 


The Lions Club does not have 
single Latin member; the 
Rotary Club has one, and the 
Kiwanis has six. The Kiwanis is 
the only club that has seen fit to 
Latins join in number and 
in their worthwhile 
projects. I have to admit that is 
progress. 

The Community Fund 
year invites Latins to be coin col- 
lectors, but their board of direc- 
tors is composed of only Anglos 


every 


Anglo neighborhoods have in 
the past discouraged Latins from 
buying homes among them. Not 
too many years ago a prominent 
Latin druggist bought some lots in 
an Anglo neighborhood. He was 
preparing to build when he 
advised by his “neighbors-to-be” 
that if he started to build, they 
would burn his house. He bought 
in Corpus Christi, and commutes 
to his establishment to this day 

The Robstown Hospital had dif- 
ferent seats for Anglos and Latins 
until this act was strongly pro- 
tested during World War II. Lat- 
ins were not buried in the for- 
merly restricted new Anglo ceme- 
tery until an outside commercial 
cemetery company bought out the 


was 


owners recently. 

You see, Miss Merritt, 
discriminatory act that happens 
in Robstown is published in th 
newspapers. Therefore, you prob- 
ably did not know all these things 


not every 


+ 


Farmers are very important 
economy, 
have no industry in our town. As 
is generally known, farmers do 
not and have never paid a decent 
living wage. Farm laborers of this 
others 


since we 


community and many are 
forced to migrate to other parts 
of the state and even out of the 
state in search of employment to 
support their families. Children of 
these migratory workers are de- 
nied the privileges of an educa- 
and that explains the high 
you were 


tion, 
rate of Latin illiteracy 
talking about. It 
known that Texas farm 
are plentiful, and they can harvest 
all our crops. The reason Mexican 


is generally 


laborers 


braceros are preferred is becaus¢ 
they work cheaper. 

Maybe Miss Merritt 
in stating that Mexicans discrimi- 
nate against their own peons 
do not know that to be a fact, 
maybe she has made a study of 
it, or got her information from a 
highly reliable source. I know 
that there are people. in 
country and community that tak 
advantage of other ignorant per 
ple. Mexico is no exception 

I agree with Miss Merritt th 
real progress has been made in 
Robstown and am happy to find 
out that there are people in 
town concerned with the prob- 
lem of human relations. This let 
ter is not intended in any way t 
criticize Miss Merritt's letter, 
mainly to point out things that 
I'm sure she ignored. 

I have no ill-will or hate toward 
any Angio living in our commun- 
ity. You cannot fight bigotry in- 
telligently by becoming a bigot 
I hope that more people become 


is correct 


but 


every 


Ou 


but 


| aware that we have a problem in 


against | 
become | the solution can be harmoniously 
We also! worked out between Anglos and 


Robstown. If they find out, maybe 


| Latins. 





Roman Barrera, P. O. Box 388 
Robstown. 





Let those flatter who fear, it is not an American art.—JEFFERSON 





Al Mixed Conilieiten 


] 


It is important the people have 
no illusions about the gas pipeline 
tax the legislature has just enacted. 
It originated in the gas lobby. Had 
Lt. Gov. Ramsey, the Senate, 
Speaker Waggoner Car: ind the 
lobby had their way, it would have 
been an empty banana, lyin,x around 
long enough to skid off the public 
clamor for a gas tax, but washed 
down the gutterway as soomas the 
courts ruled. To the contrary, how- 
ever, Crawford Martin’s  skill- 
ful handling of :easure in the 
Senate awoke an! routed out of 
daughter’s bedroom almost all the 
sleepers—all, perhaps, but one. This 
was the clause which seems to say 
that if any little thing in the tax is 
unconstitutional, all of it shall fall, 
and which seems to have been writ- 
ten to give the courts an argument 
to bolster a finding that the intent 
of the law was to burden interstate 
commerce. Senator Lane insisted on 
this sneaky cause (“the crux of the 
matter,” he said), and Martin con- 
cluded, wrongly in retrospect but a 
close question at the time, that he 
ran less risk throwing himself on 
the mercy of the cutthroat Ramsey- 
Carr conferees than forcing his way 
in the Senate and having them gut 
him even worse in consequence. 


een. 


Why did the Senate majority 
buckle up, ditch their Carpetbags, 
and pass a tax on the out-of-state 
pipelines? First, because _ they 
thought they might be able to turn 
off the heat by slipping through a 
patently unconstitutional bill. As 
said one Senate cynic, “It looks like 
after one regular session and three 
special lobby 
would have been able to write an 


sessions, the gas 


unconstitutional gas tax. How stu- 


pid are they, anyway?” 


But also, the pressu’e was real. 
Governor Daniel had _ frightened 
them; so had the growing Gas 
House Gang in the House. As we 


said many times, while the House 


majority wavered, almost dis- 
solved, restored its belt to tight- 
and-ready, and barely won again, 
the House was right, the Senate 
was wrong, the people were learn- 
ing this, and if anybody had to 
give, it was the Senate. As Senator 
Jep Fuller, one of the 19 who op- 
posed the pipeline tax in June, said 
to a colleague in the sheepdog de- 


bates on the bill this week, “The 
pipelines aren't running, senator, 
but you are, and I am, and you 
know it.” 





MAKE YOURSELF AT HOME 


Mr. Nixon—Face it, men—han- 
dled Khrushchev pretty well. If this 
depresses us too much, we can take 
solace in the fact that he was 
warmly received in Siberia. 


2 


When the Senate sent over its 
revised tax bill to the Senate, there 
was posed to the liberal conscience 
in the lower chamber a complex and 
subtle issue. 


As Rep. Dean Johnston said, the 
bill was rotten with sales taxes— 
worse than a seven to three ratio. 
The bill was bad. Had the House 
rejected it again, (and had ‘the lib- 
erals decided to make it a team 
play, the House probably would 
have,) there would, it is true, have 
been another of those notorious 
Carr-Ramsey conference commit- 
tees, but there was a good case for 
gambling that the pressure was get- 
ting stronger, not weaker, and they 
would have had to give some more. 
A no vote was a vote against a bad 
tax bill. It left the responsibility for 
the team’s sales tax bill where it 
belonged—on the reactionary bri- 
gands who wrote it. 


Rep. Bob Eckhardt took a dif- 
ferent position. He was convinced, 
as were many others, that had the 
Carr-Ramsey gang been locked up 
in a darkened room with that bill, 
their stilettoes would have slashed 
up in minutes what the liberals had 
achieved in seven months. 


If the courts uphold the pipeline 
tax as written in the long run, Eck- 
hardt’s will have been the better 
vote, for if that tax is constitutional, 
as Sen. Moffett said ruefully this 
week, you can float a tax bill on the 
Eastern pipelines big enough to re- 
tire the national debt. 


On balance, we believe, from a 
long run liberal point of view, Eck- 
hardt’s course was an aye vote for 
a bad bill. 

But it was a difficult choice, as 
perplexing as any all year. The lib- 
erals won, and lost: the conserva- 
tives won, and lost. We are glad it’s 
over for a while. This transitional 
legislature is almost too much for a 
good natured people to bear. We 
shall all have a chance next May to 
try to aim the 1961 session toward 
a sensible and adequate tax pro- 
gtam, such as one percent of the 
personal income tax paid to the fed- 


eral government. 





CONFUSION 


Just to keep the record straight: 
Yarborough still votes wrong on 
foreign aid, which is a disgrace. His 
GI schooling bill passing the Sen- 
ate was a triumph for him and for 
enlightment. Senator Johnson is 
dramatically right on foreign aid. 
3ut his votes for the loyalty oath 
for college students before they can 
get government aid are also a dis- 
grace. What confusion. 
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Two ‘Anes’ Too Few 


AUSTIN 


“What a scurvy trick,” said En- 
rique Gonzalez. 

The senator’s ire was roused by the 
Ehrle amendment to the natural gas 
tax designed to cure every opponent’s 
objections by exempting natural gas. 


Will Ehrle, oh he taught the lobbies 
a curve or two. The Ehrle amend- 
ment to the small loans law will ex- 
empt people who engage in the de- 
ployment of negotiable instruments 
with an aggregate face value of $100 
or less. The Ehrle amendment to the 
teachers’ pay raise bill will exclude 
citizens who have jobs between eight 
in the morning and four in the after- 
noon. The Ehrle amendment to the 
bill to finance medical care for the 
indigent aged will exclude from its 
application services performed by 
veterinarians, witch doctors, palmists, 
phrenologists, physicians, dentists, and 
naturopaths. 


Will says he did not really mean to 
exempt natural gas from the natural 
gas tax. He was just trying to be 
helpful. How was he to know what 
natural gas is? He just wrote the 
amendment listing all those chemicals, 
he’s no chemist, what do you expect 
of a law student? “I was just trying 
to exempt liquid hydrocarbons,” he 
said. 

His definition of liquid hydrocar- 
bons : 

“The term ‘liquid hydrocarbons’ 
shall include propane, butane (normal 
butane or isobutane), propylene, buty~ 
lenes, methane, ethane, and natural 
gasoline but shall not be limited to 
the foregoing.” 

Methane and ethane are natural 
gas, as Mr. Eckhardt had to insist. 
Didn’t Mr. Ehrle know _ that? 
No; you see, though, he double- 
checked it in the LPG Code to be sure 
he was right about it. And he found 
methane and ethane in the code? No 
... Oh. Well, where did he find it, the 
LSG (Lone Star Gas) Code? No, no, 
said Mr. Ehrle. He flushed a charm- 
ing fleshy vermilion and emphasized 
his wit with a pulsing vein in his fore- 
head as he explained, “I just put in 
every ‘ane’ I could think of.” 


He forgot arcane; and inane. Prob- 
ably didn’t want to bolt it down too 
tight. 


For a while we thought we could 
pass the blame to John Ben Shepperd. 
If any hasbeen state official deserves 
the credit for such a shuffle more 
than Allan Shivers, it’s John Ben 
Shepperd. The word around the Sen- 
ate was that Mr. Shepperd, who 
works for a natural gas company, 
evidently had decided he would earn 
a Christmas bonus early by affixing 
to the natural gas tax the proviso that 
it applied only after one had disallow- 
ed 95 percent of the natural gas. But 
no. Mr. Ehrle said he did not talk to 
any oil and gas men about the amend- 
ment. Mr. Shepperd, an oil and gas 
man, remembered that Mr. [chrle had 
read him the amendment on the tele- 
phone, and on reflection Mr. Ihrle 
thought that was possible; but even 
so, Mr. Shepperd didn’t mislead Mr. 
Iehrle, he just told him something 
like, “I think that covers it.” It cer- 
tainly did! Like a towsack over a kit- 
ten. 


No kitten, this severance beneficiary 
tax, though; a wildcat in fact, and 
before the week was out the gas lobby 
didn’t know if they’d been scratched 
or dismembered. Senator Lane and 
the rest of the boys did their best to 
pull her claws, but if they didn’t, one 
can hear the supporters of Mr. Ichrle’s 
fine pipeline tax clapping their hands 
together and grinding their teeth to 
say, “Just wait.” 


However, one is not entirely sure 
whether to classify Mr. Ehrle among 
the supporters of Mr. Fhrle’s tax. 
Accepting at red-face value (as of 
course we do) his attempt to define 
liquid hydrocarbons as an attempt to 
define liquid hydrocarbons, the other. 
earlier truth remains that he voted 
against pipeline taxes until the signals 
switched from the balcony. Then he 
led a group of new recruits off to 
the crusade like a good bold knight. 
The fact that he nearly poisoned the 
horses before they left the boat does 
not detract from the inspirational 
quality of his conversion. R.D. 
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JUDGING THEM BY WHOM THEY TAX 


A GREAT THING FOR TEXAS WOULD 
BE FOR THE VOTERS TO GET RID OF 
Carr, HARDEMAN, RAMSEY, AND TIIE 
OTHERS OF THEIR KIND. IF THAT OUT- 
FIT CONTROLS THE LEGISLATURE FOR 
ANOTHER SESSION, TEXANS WILL BE 
PAYNG SALES TAXES ON THEIR GRITS 
AND GRAVY, AND THEIR PIE AND 
COFFEE. 

Ex Paso HERALD Post, Juty 27 


AusTIN, THURSDAY MorNING 


Ortega y Gasset believed, when he 
wrote On Love, that a person can be 
understood by whom he loves. For 
like reasons a politician can be under- 
stood by whom he taxes. Those he 
most cares for, he leaves unburdened ; 
those he cares not about, he taxes. We 
have before us this morning the tax 
bill the Senate approved last night, 
not substantially different from the 
bill the House approved, over liberal 
objection, the week before. Let us 
see whom they love. 

In the Senate bill, which the House 
accepted and thus will become law, 
about 73 percent of the burden is sales 
tax on the people and 27 percent falls 
on business. 

The House bill was just as_ bad. 
This was because Speaker Waggoner 
Carr’s anti-gas tax, general sales tax 
group, seeing that they were losing 
the battle, came forward with the 
lobby’s token gas tax and the Sen- 
ate’s sales taxes. A handful of mush- 
minds wobbled off from the Daniel- 
liberal group to constitute a new 
House majority of general sales tax- 
ers and token gas taxers. 

In the final version, the corpora- 
tion franchise tax increases on busi- 
ness come to an end within two years, 
and the severance-beneficiary tax on 
natural gas companies, as written by 
the Senate, may be totally invalid if 
any detail of it is held unconstitu- 
tional. 

The taxes on the people are perma- 
nent and constitutional. One of the 
taxes on business is temporary, and 
the other may be unconstitutional as 
drawn in the Senate. The new fran- 
chise taxes on business simply vanish 
after 1961; the gas tax will be chal- 
lenged in court. After the court test, 
the tax bill of 1959 may turn up to 
be 100 percent sales tax. 

Who, then, is the true love of the 
politicians in control in Austin? They 
steal the people’s goods and _ hock 
them, and their souls, to bear to busi- 
ness their tawdry baubles. 


ITEM BY ITEM one must 
study this tax bill, because the poli- 
ticians in control did not have the 
courage to call the mover and steal 
everything at once. As said Sen. Wil- 
liam Fly, Victoria, the interests’ re- 
built Victrola, during the debates 
Wednesday, “You know good and 
well that what we ought to do is to 
come out with a general sales tax and 
let everybody pay it.” Why didn’t they 
do what they thought they ought to 
do? Because, not only would every- 
body pay, but everybody would know 
—everybody would understand Sena- 
tor Tly by whom he loves. Instead 
they waited until the sun was down, 
the lights snuffed out of the windows, 
the policemen busy trying to trap 
drunks on the streets, and the first 
early-morning chill reaching their 
bones; then they cut the screen and 
bore off the goods, piece by piece. 


Look at this tax bill. 


General Sclective Sales Taxes 

Three-fourths of the sales taxes 
fall on things nearly everybody buys. 
The only one of the sales-tax staples 
the night-raiders overlooked was gas- 
oline, and they left this alone only 
because the night of the teachers’ 
special session they will be able to 
siphon it out of the tank without cut- 
ting the house screen. 

Cars and other motor vehicles are 
taxed $15,500,000 for the biennium. 
The new rate is a flat 1.5 percent. The 
Mexican who buys a 1950 Chevrolet 
for $400 pays $6; the Highland Park 
apartment dweller who buys a Cadil- 
lac for $4,000 pays $60. This is like 
an income tax that isn’t graduated. 


Cigarettes go from five to eight 
cents a pack for $64,458,000. For the 
buyer this probably means the pack 
itself goes from 30 to 35 cents. Sena- 
tor Dorsey Hardeman, the chairman 
of the board of directors in the Sen- 
ate, said with a laugh the tax would 
help prevent cancer. This is likely 
right, for a few months. The people 
get mad and stop buying things—or 
they buy Bugler and Bull Durham— 
for a little while. Then they forget 
and buy cigarettes again. A nickel a 
day less for their needs. (Who can get 
excited over a nickel? It’s only a prin- 
ciple. ) 

Other tobacco products are taxed 
25 percent of the wholesale price for 
$14,500,000. This means that smokers 
will bear about 40 percent of the total 
tax bill this year. However, there is 
one compensation, consonant with our 
sense of our indigenous integrity, un- 
dergirding our confidence in the te- 
nacity and pride of our heritage. 
Snuff is exempt. 

Liguor and wine are taxed another 
$6,334,800. One can guess the politic- 
ians do not love “a care-defying blade 
as the Bacchus listed!” Nay, nay, they 
take their drams in hotel suites, and 
late the night when constituents have 
beat their way back home. Once when 
Life Magazine was photographing 
life among the legislators, some of 
them told me, they jockeyed the pho- 
tographer around all night trying to 
keep him away from the freezer, 
which was well stocked with Homer 
Leonrrd’s beer. No pictures !—then 
sock the drinkers. No singing to “Jolly 
Mortals, fill your glasses”: 

See the smoking bowl before us, 
Mark our jovial, ragged ring! 
Round and round take up the chorus, 

And in raptures let us sing. ... 
Rather, men, bow your heads as the 
chaplain prays in the morning, and 
the voters watch from the galleries. 

Middle and Upper Class Taxes 

There are four other taxes which 
fall on sales, but with some progres- 
sive aspects. They are in effect sales 
taxes on the middle and upper classes. 


‘ 


Less objectionable than the flat sales 
taxes, they are poor substitutes, be 
cause senselessly selective, for the 
graduated income tax. They ar: 

Boats and boat motors, at 1.5 per 
cent of retail, for $2,800,000 

Air conditioners, at 3 percent of re 
tail, for $7,575,000. The Senate e» 
empted everything but the actual ai: 
conditioners, sparing the owners of 
large buildings a tax on duct-works 

Radios, TVs, Phonographs, and 
Parts, at 3 percent of retail, for $& 
200,000. 

Hotel and Motel Rooms, at 3 per 
cent of value, for $6,600,000. The 
emption is ludicrously low, $2 
night. When Sen. Abraham Kazen 
Laredo, asked Sen. Wardlow Lane 
Center, the sponsor of the Senate | 
why the exemption was such a ‘ 
nificent sum,” Lane told him, “Y: 
got some (places) down there 
district you can stay all night for $2 
Sen. Rudolph Weinert, Seguin 
rears back against his red-! 
swivel chair all day by the whit 
umn in the Senate and convuls is 
adjacent colleagues with witt 
cruel remarks, added for their 
ment this time, “Four dollars 
something thrown in with 
Lane’s attitude was best under 
in terms of his own experiet 
hotels: “I go with folks to D 
he said. “They don’t just get 
nary room. They get a $25 roon 

Nevertheless, much of this t 
be written off as business expe 
and poor people do not travel 

One Luxury Tax 

One tax falls mostly on the we 
class. This is the 3 percent ta» 
purchases of precious stones 
and furs in excess of $25 
It was passed by the House but 
teriously disappeared from 
ate team’s bill. Then Sen 
Rogers, a liberal senator from C| 
dress, re-introduced it from the 
The team could have throttl in 
cheerfully; they knew he knew the 
knew they could not vote no 
taxing every other consumer in T 





Only Sen, George Parkhouse opposed 
the amendment—and he, after all, 
comes from Dallas. This will raise 


about $6,000,000. 


The Business Taxes 

Corporation franchises: 75 cents 
more per $1,000 capital for a short 
period; 50 cents more for the bien 
nium; then the rate reverts to what it 
was before these increases. Yield for 
the biennium, $32,500,000. Neither 
the House’ nor Senate bills included 
Gov. Price Daniel’s requested chang 
in the formula for figuring the tax t 
cause it to fall more heavily on fo: 
eign corporations operating in Texas 

Severance-beneficiary tax to fal! 
mainly on first buyers of natural g 
produced in Texas, who are often out 
Of-state concerns: 1.5 percent, for 
$15,600,000. Governor Daniel a 
for $40 million from such a tax. 
percentage rate favors the big con 
panies, because companies with cor 
tracts to buy gas cheap (which mar 
big companies can obtain) pay less 
tax than companies which have 
buy ‘at higher prices. The Senate re 
jected a step toward taxing the quan- 
ity of gas sold, rather than the price. 
lhe Senate also refused, 22-8, to in 
rease the rate to 3 percent to raisé 
twice as much money, but still $9 m 
lion less than Daniel asked. The toker 
gas tax on the pipelines is intended 
forestall an adequate gas tax in the 
next special session for teachers’ pa) 
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THERE ARF a few mi 
cellaneous taxes—on utilities, $3,100 
000, with the telephone and telegrap 
monopolies exempt from the raise, 701 
example. The House favored a reduc 
tion in the sulphur tax of $800,000, 
which the Senate refused to pass 
How. does one explain this anomaly ° 
Usually a lobby has control of the 
Senate, not the House. Well, we don’t 
know. Sometimes people just get 
mixed up—aren’t themselves. In the 
context of this Texas legislature. a 
little sell-out is an understandable 
thing. R.D 





Doublethink in the Senate 


AUSTIN 

Hearing Wardlow Lane and Jimmy 
Phillips explain how they were doing 
everything in their power to write a 
good “constitutional” pipeline tax, the 
thought occurred that George Orwell 
would have loved the Texas Senate 
in the way that people are sometimes 
drawn to that they fear the most. 

Although he died before he could 
settle the controversy as to whether 
his Nineteen Eighty Four was a des- 
perate warning from one believer to 
others or a simple cry of pain from a 
man thoroughly disenchanted, one 
thing can be certain of Orwell: he 
may have felt western civilization was 
going up in flames, but he kept his 
face to the fire. His prose was that of 
a man deeply committed to the demo- 
cratic experiment, and if the words 
often became bitterly satiric, the fact 
simply illustrated that he was terribly 
sensitive to the possibility that man 
could deceive himself into oblivion. 

With the bluster of Sen. Lane 
ringing in my ears, I thought of Or- 
well’s moving essay on the Spanish 
Civil War. After observing that what 
was being printed about the Spanish 
War in no way resembled what was 
actually happening, Orwell wrote: 

“IT know it is the fashion to say 
that most of recorded history is lies 
anyway. I am willing to believe that 
history is for the most part inaccur- 
ate and biased, but what is peculiar 
to our own age is the abandonment of 
the idea that history could be truth- 
fully written. ... Nazi theory indeed 
specifically denies that such a thing 
as ‘the truth’ exists. ... If the Leader 
says of such and such an event, ‘It 
never happened’ — well, it didn't. 
This prospect frightens me much 


more than bombs—and after our ex- 
perience of the last few years that is 
not a frivolous statement. ... 

“There are in reality only two 
safeguards. One is that however much 


you deny the truth, the truth 
existing, as it were, behind yor 
The other is that so long as 
parts of the earth remain 
quered, the liberal tradition 
kept alive. (But) let fascism, or p 
sibly even a combination of s 
fascisms, conquer the whol 
and those two conditions no 
exist. We in England underrat 
danger of this kind of thing, lx 
our traditions and our past 
have given us a_ sentimental 
that it all comes right in the e: 
the thiing you most fear neve 
happens. Pacifism, for instan 
founded largely on this belief. D 
resist evil and it will somehow d 
itself. But why should it? What 
dence is there that it does?” 


Y ESTERDAY in the Texas 
Senate, a man, several men in 
pounded tables and ranted about 
need to prevent a certain thing 
pening. Their words were ft 
quotable, reporters wrote man) 
them down, and some of them ar 
doubtless being read this morning 
the citizenry of Texas. Something O: 
wellian about all this. Suppose 
words uttered on the Senate floor 
not reflect the true condition 
pose, for example, the senator 
question were actually trying to 
about the condition they said the 
wanted to avoid? Then where are we? 
In the genre of modern Ameri 
journalism, only the spoken public 
words can be reported. Interpretation 
is usually forbidden under the dic 
tates of the trade. 

This places a terrible burden on 
daily journalism, with its insatiable 
demands for new leads and fresh 
“angles.” If the events themselves do 
not present a clear picture, straight 
reporting cannot present a clear pi 
ture either. With this aspect of jour 
nalism almost every Capitol reporter 


Weir 


restles daily, for the reporters, ever 
better than their readers, know that a 
leadpan news account of something 
ke the involved Senate debates ot 
ast week cannot present an accurat 
picture. Almost inevitably—as Orwell 
maintains—the lies of men are re 
orded in print, where they will serv 
as the basis of history. 
In the final analysis, the result is 
ot so much a “conspiracy of silence” 
some liberals are wont to regard 
ess coverage—particularly .Associat 
Press coverage—but an avalanch« 
undigested facts. 
How are the people of Texas ever 
ng to learn that the Texas Senate 
refusing to consider seriously the 
gas pipeline tax bill that came over 
rom the House in the first called ses 
m, is really to blame for the ex 
nses incurred in two. subsequent, 
imnecessary called sessions? How are 
they to learn that the lobby, through 
ts influence on Senate leadership, 1s 
in reality the real cause of the state's 
isting some half a million dollars in 
itile legislative sessions? After the 
millions of newspaper words that have 
been filed on the legislature, who is 
argue that the “legislature,” not 
the Senate, will not get most if not all 
the responsibility ? 


Is it not possible that future 
Texas histories will record that the 
sponsors of a program, say the pipe- 
line tax, tried to sabotage it? Senator 
Whoozit said they were. There is no 
record that the reverse was true, that 
the sponsors were sincere and it was 
the opponents, led by Senator Whoo- 
zit, who were setting the booby-traps. 
There being no record of such an “in- 
terpretation,” it will not be in the his- 
tory books. Students will then learn 
the opposite of the truth, 

Thoughts that flow from an after- 
nocen of watching the Texas Senate— 
irightening, are they not? we 
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YARBOROUGH'S Gi SCHOOL BILL STALLED 


Sen. Ralph Yarborough, 
who last week negotiated 
through the U.S. Senate his 
first major piece of national) 
legislation, a billion-dollar 
program of educational 
grants and loans to peace-| 
time veterans, may be thwart-| 
ed on it by a fellow Texan in| 
the House for the rest of this 
year. 

Rep. Olin Teague, Bryan, chair-| 
man of the U.S. House veterans’ 
affairs committee, says no such | 
bill will pass the House, his com- 
mittee’s report would be unfavor- 
able, and he is not going to have 
a committee hearing on it, any- 
way. Rep. Wright Patman, Texar- 
kana, who was to handle the bill | 
in the House, said he asked Tea-| 
gue for a hearing but did not hear 
from him. A presidential veto 
would be expected, were the bill 
to clear the House. 


The bill passed the Senate, 57 
to 31, both Texas senators voting 
aye, after a plan for ten-year in- 
terest free loans rather than 
grants was replaced by a combi- 
nation program of grants, and 
then grants for good students and 
loans for slower students. Yar- 
borough supported the combina- 
tion program. 

As enacted, Yarborough’s bill, 
the “Veterans’ Readjustment -As-| 
sistance Act of 1959,” provides for 
veterans, including those now cut 
off from the GI bill if they en- 
tered the service after Jan. 31, 
1955, pre-college vocational train- 
ing: direct grants for the first 
year of college; after that, direct 
grants for students who stay in 
the upper 50 percent of their | 
elasses scholastically, and loans | 
for students who do not. The bill} 
also includes provisions for voca-| 
tional rehabilitation for vets with | 
service-connected disabilities and | 
loan guaranties for the purchase/| 
of homes and farms 

Sen. Gale McGee (D.-Wyo.), ap- | 
pearing on Yarborough's radio- 
television broadcast in Texas, said 
the bill is “one of the most im- | 
portant” of the session and ap-! 
plies to nearly four million vet-| 
erans, perhaps a third of whom 
would use the educational parts 

The Senate's economy bloc 
fought the bill, maintaining it 
eventually, about $500 
million a year, or $2.6 billion 
through 1965. The combination 
program adopted reduced the fig- 
ure through 1965 by about $9) 
billion 

Sen. Hugh Scott (R.-Pa.) said 
the bill provided for children edu- 
cating their parents. Sen. Sam 


would cost 


who has ability. Sen. Wayne 
Morse (D.-Ore.) said “We cannot 
put a price tag on a trained 
| mind.” 


|ough said “our sense of equity,” 


| ice from all, has to cope with the 


Ervin, Jr. (D.-N.C.) said it would; 


cost too much and would call for 
new taxes. Sen. Barry Goldwater 
(R.-Ariz.) said such grants should 
go to all if to any. 

Sen. Estes Kefauver (D.-Tenn.) 
said the premise was that vet- 
erans should have a fair chance 
at the rewards of the way of life. 
Sen. Joe Clark (D.-Pa.), oppos- 
ing the straight loan program, 
said it would penalize a poor boy 


In presenting the bill, Yarbor- 


which expects equal national serv- 





fact that less than half the young 
men in the U.S. will ever be com- 
pelled to serve in the military. | 

The GI bills, he said, improved 
“our society as a whole.” All vet- 
erans need “the sencjustment | 
aids,” and they deserve them;| 
peacetime veterans now bear the 
major burden of the cold war, he 
said 





Split on Loyalty Oaths | 


@ Sens Lyndon Johnson and | 
Yarborough split on every} 


| 
vote concerning the requirement 


| state teachers’ colleges. 


| River bottom and hard times ac- 


ment, Yarborough voted aye, 
Johnson no; the amendment car- 
ried, 46-45. 


Sen. Russell Long (D.-La.) then 
moved to recommit the bill on 
the education program because, 
he said, under the Javits amend- 
ment, “any communist” who took 
the oath could not be prosecuted. 
Sen. John Kennedy (D.-Mass.) 
said he saw no reason why col- 
lege students should take the oath 
when other beneficiaries of gov- 
ernment aid did not. The bill, 
however, was recommitted, 49- 
42. Johnson voted aye, Yarbor- 
ough no. 


Yarborough at U. of Md. 


$s Sen. Yarborough took over 

a podium at the University 
of Maryland to lecture about the 
“miserly” attitude of Texans 
toward education, including the 
rejection of federal loan grants to 
students by the regents of Texas 


The senator appeared in a lec- 
ture series sponsored by the Uni- 
versity’s school of education. He 
spoke on the broad topic of “Edu- 
cation, Politics, and Politicians,” 
but he peppered his remarks with 
enough homilies from the Brazos 


two speeches before liberal Dem- 
ocrats within one year. 

“In Texas they seem to fire the 
teachers who are Democrats, not 
those who make _ Republican 
speeches,” he commented with a 
laugh. 

The formal schoolteacher said 
that one of the reasons he turned 
to politics was to remedy the 
“niggardly, miserly” support of 
teachers and schools in Texas. 
The state couldn’t offer enough 
to keep “Bull” Elkins, University 
of Maryland president, from leav- 
ing the presidency of Texas West- 
ern at El Paso. It also can’t keep 
surrounding states from “stealing” 
its teachers and future teachers 
by offering higher salaries, Yar- 
borough said. He explained that 
Arkansas is the only nearby state 
where Texas salaries for teach- 
ers compare favorably, and he 
cited an example of one Texas 
teachers’ college that gave up 90 
percent of its graduating teachers 
to California scohols. 

(Anne Lewis) 


Johnson on Leadership 


kind of a senator that doesn’t play 
it,” he told Saltonstall on the 
broadcast. 


The Peace-Pipe Parley 


@ Although it was heard after- 

ward, the Johnson - Salton- 
stall broadcast was recorded in 
advance of the peace-making par- 
ley between Paul Butler, the 
Democratic National Chairman, 
Johnson, and Speaker Sam Ray- 
burn. 

“We agreed that no one of the 
three of us is trying to be divis- 
ive,” Rayburn said after the meet- 
ing in his office. Butler, empha- 
sizing he had predicted a good 
final record for the Democratic 
congress, said, “I feel we have a 
very able and devoted leader- 
ship.” Rayburn said “I’ve taken 
no stock, said nothing about re- 
moving Mr. Butler,”’ Rayburn 
said. “Nor have I,” said Johnson. 
“Butler,” said Rayburn, “says he 
has not criticized me or Mr. 
Johnson.” Butler said Congress is 
in the hands of “able leaders, de- 
voted Democrats, and we're going 
in the long run to satisfy most 





@ Johnson presented his role| 

in the Senate as leader of | 
the entire Senate, not just the | 
Democrats, and promised again to| 


Democrats.” 

Had Butler, who sought the 
conference, mentioned his com- 
plaint that the leadership had 
been watering down bills to avoid 





that college students receiving | counts from Texas classrooms to 


benefits under the National De-| make say Texan feel at heme. 

fense Education Act take loyalty| Sieh si siealilians adie 
ths und nal penalties. . a : 

are Winaaierany ° | National Defense Education Act, 


| The majority 


work with the Republicans, in a : 
broadcast in Massachusetts, part| Vetoes? Rayburn said he and 
of which was replayed in Texas. | Johnson told Butler that they do 


leader, Johnson | not do this: “We pass what we 


Johnson voted for the oaths, | 


| said, “must, in effect, try to be a| 


| dents take oaths of allegiance and 


Yarborough against. 
not take part in the debate. Yar- 
borough at one point explained 
that the course he favored, re-_| 
quiring (as asked by 
Javits, R.-N.Y.) only 
students take the oath of allegi-| 
ance to the U.S. put the same} 
burden on students getting $500) 
loans as U.S. senators who are 


|remaining state teachers’ colleges 
in Texas for refusing to partici- 
pate in the federal loan program 
for students. He said the regents 


Sen. Jacob 2 
| considered federal money “taint- 


The regent who receives large 
sums of federal money for his 
grain elevator storage under the 
agricultural program “doesn't 


that such 4” | agree can be done now,” 


Johnson did | Criticized the regents of the five 


leader of the Senate, not just the | 
Democratic Party.’’ Legislation | 
tnat Congress passes, he said, | 
“will do all that a majority of the| 
| Congress and the President will 
and “we | 
won't be able to do everything! 
that I would like to do.” 

Johnson said he hopes a civil 
rights bill will pass. “I think it’s 





paid $22,500 a year. 

Sen. Styles Bridges (R.-N.H.) 
said he was “shocked” by anyone 
objecting to the proposal that stu- 


think that money is tainted,” but 
he does object to student loans 
from the federal government, 
Yarborough said. 


be held criminally liable. “We The denial of the loan program 

need more patriotism in this} to students comes at a time when 

country, not less,’ he said. the state is facing a serious short- 
Sen. Joe Clark (D.-Pa.) com-| age of teachers, 

pared the amendment to the 





Salem witch hunt, the era of the 
alien and sedition laws, and the 
McCarthy period. He called the 
issue “an attempt by the anti-| 
intellectual elements of the coun- | 


first 
out. 

While urging teachers to set an 
for their students and 


place, 


example 
try to cast doubt on the loyalty| become active in_ politics, he | 
of the students of the nation.” warned that it “isn’t a bed of 
On tabling the Javits amend-| roses.” Professors in Texas, he 


ment to require only the oath of} said, are fired for their political 
allegiance, Yarborough voted no,| beliefs. He told of the dismissal 
Johnson aye; the motion lost, 54-| of Dr. Byron Abernathy after the 
39. On passing the Javits amend- | Texas Tech professor had made 
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and if so — Texas had one of the very 


similar to the | third as long as the Massachusetts 
shortage that caused the teachers’ | program.) He also said he thought 
colleges to be established in the! there wil] be a “good” labor re- 
the senator pointed) 


very important that we have un- 
| derstanding and we have toler- 
| ance, but that we make progress,” 
he said. Terms can be worked out 
between his and the President’s 
bill, he believed. (These remarks 
were not included in the Texas 
play-back, which was only one- 


form bill. He did not mention 
overriding the Eisenhower veto 
of the housing bill and reportedly 
may not try to override the wheat 
and tobacco bill vetos from Eisen- 
hower, though he said Democrats 
will not hesitate to take another 
look at the last two. 

Sen. Leverett Saltonstall (R.- 
Mass.), on the show with John- 
son, told Johnson, “I've always 
admired the way in which you 
have carried out your responsi- 
bilities as a leader.” Johnson said 
he always confers with Republi- 
can leaders in the Senate. “I do 
not believe we should have pa- 
ralysis in government,” he said. 
“... you can either do something 
or you can do nothing,” “You've 
got to do something,” Saltonstall 
rejoined. Johnson said the people 
elect politicians to “do our jobs 
rather than to make issues or to 





Little is known about the bold Spanish 
adventurer, Alonso Alvarez de Pifeda, 
but his place in Texas history is unique. 
He is believed to have been the first 
white man on Texas soil, and he came 
not as a conquistador, but as an explorer 
and scout for the governor of Jamaica 
Governor Francisco Garay wanted “liv- 
ing room,” liberty — and no doubt loot, 
as well — for Jamaicans Alvarez was 
commissioned in 1519, only 27 years 
after Columbus’ discovery of America, 
to map the coast of the Gulf of Mexico 
from Florida to Yucatan. In August 
of 1519 he reached Vera Cruz and 
found Hernando Cortés there. Cortés 
attempted to capture the party, but they 
escaped to sail north again. 


At the mouth of a river they called 
Rio de las Palmas a stop was made, 
and later a settlement was established. 
Many historians believe that the Rio 
de las Palmas was the Rio Grande, 


earliest settlements in what is today 
the United States. Although Alvarez 
returned to Jamaica, and the colony 
at the river's mouth was abandoned, 
his expedition opened a new and excit- 
ing vista to freedom seekers — the land 
of promise that would one day be 
called Texas. 


Today Texans still demand and get 
their right to choose the way they want 
to live. In this vigorous and freedom- 
minded homeland . . “Beer Belongs 

and this is why the United States Brew- 
ers Foundation works constantly, in 
conjunction with brewers, wholesalers 
and retailers, to assure the sale of beer 
and ale under pleasant, orderly condi- 
tions. Believing that strict law enforce- 
ment serves the best interest of Texans, 
the Foundation stresses close co-opera- 
tion with the Armed Forces, law en- 
forcement and governing officials in 
its continuing Self-Regulation program. 


Texas Division, United States Brewers Foundation, 


206 VFW Building, Austin, Texas 























ce 


; think is right and let the chips 


and vetoes fall where they may,” 
Rayburn said. 
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The Week in Texas 
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* George B. Parr gave up his 
attempt to become sheriff of 
| Duval County, taking a non-suit 
and thus confirming J. P. Stock- 
well as sheriff. The county com- 
missioners had ousted Stockwell 
and appointed a Parr ally. Parr 
also filed suit for back pay as 
sheriff. 
e Two infants died in Robert 
B. Green hosiptal in San An- 
tonio after they were fed sqdium 
nitrite pills instead of Vitamin C 
pills. Four others were saved. 
@ Attorneys for Lone Star Gas 
argued in their rate hearing 
that while the nation’s ten biggest 
gas companies have had at least 
one rate increase since 1952, Lone 
Star has not had a rate change 
since 1942. and then it was a re- 
duction. They asked Dr. Robert 
Montgomery, professor of eco- 
nomics and witness for 320 cities, 
if his recommended rate of return 
of 5.5 to 6 percent a year was not 
“rather niggardly and miserly”? 
“I do not or I should not have 
given it,” he replied. 
@ leslie G. Burnett has been 
named education director of 
the state AFL-CIO, replacing 
Hank Brown. Burnett was Beau- 
mont labor representative on the 
Texas Employment Commission 
before. 
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Allen Endorses Wilson; New Session Seen 


r Laredo Times publisher Wil- 

liam P. Allen has pledged his 
newspaper’s support for Atty. 
Gen. Will Wilson for governor in 
1960. At a dinner attended by 
about 200 in Laredo, Wilson said 
the Texas Democratic Party is 
like a prizefighter with a weak 
sparring mate. “The Republican 
Party is weak in Texas, and that 
keeps the Democrats from keep- 
ing in fighting trim and united,” 
he said. “That’s the reason Texas 
Democrats fight among them- 
selves.” 


J Look Magazine published the 

first of writer Bill Davidson's 
articles on Sen. Lyndon Johnson. 
For Texans who have read many 
pieces on Johnson in the maga- 
zines, the article was stock stuff, 
contrary to some expectations be- 
cause of Davidson’s cross-state in- 
quiries. The issue also carried an 
article by Dan Fowler on the lib- 
eral trend in state politics; Ob- 
server readers will recognize 
much of the information. 


Dan Patton, liberal Democrat 

who maneuvered Harry Tru- 
man’s Oct. 17 speech in Dallas, 
announced that both members of 
the Democratic national commit- 
tee from Texas, Byron Skelton 
and Mrs. R. D. Randolph, have 
endorsed the Truman rally. The 
Governor's office has not yet com- 
mented on his plans the 17th. 





J Many legislators going home 

expect to be recalled for a 
fourth special session to finance 
Hale-Aikin reforms, _ especially 
teachers’ pay, and possibly also the 
medical expense aid to welfare 
recipients authorized by public 
vote in 1957. Gov. Daniel has ac- 
knowledged to reporters that prior 
to the third special session he had 
intended to call another session in 
the fall; he did not say, however, 
what his position would be in 
light of the new situation. 


Gov. Daniel feels vindicated 

in his advice to the House 
Daniel-liberal group that they 
should have taken the Senate’s 
sales tax-weighted bill without 
any gas tax. He regards the pipe- 
line tax passed as a token which, 
however, takes the steam out of 
the drive for an adequate gas tax 
by his lights. This is generally 
acknowledged to have been the 
strategy of the gas lobby in as- 
senting to the enactment of the 
$16 million pipeline tax by the 


conservatives in the House last 
week and in the Texas Senate 
this week. 


Daniel argued behind the scenes 
with his supporters that a gas tax 
could be tagged to a teachers’ pay 
raise, leaving the gas issue iso- 
lated and clear in the public mind, 
had a token tax not been passed. 
On the other hand, some in the 
House group preferred passing a 





token tax now, when the pressure 
was on to enact it, to the possibil- 
ity that one might be passed later, 
after public interest had faded. 


The $80 million question now 

is where will the money come 
from for Hale-Aikin? Daniel's po- 
sition has been that Hale-Aikin 
must wait until the deficit is re- 
tired and appropriations financed. 
This now done, he may, Austin 
politicians speculate, renew his 
demand for the bank-escheat bill 
and come forward with a recom- 
mendation for a higher gasoline 
sales tax. 


J It has become pretty clear the 
state is running out of pigs to 
stick for more taxes, short of 
some fundamental tax like a gen- 
eral sales tax or a business or 
personal income tax. However, 
Rep. Eckhardt, encouraged by the 
52 votes he obtained for his grad- 
uated oil tax earlier this year, 
could be expected to push that 
program in an alternative to sales 
taxes for Hale-Aikin. Gov. Daniel 
indicated interest in the oil tax, 
but he is not committed to it. 





i 
Ed Burris, executive vice) 
president of Texas Manutac- | 

turers’ Assn., is making a month- | 

long tour discussing state and na- 
tional issues. Among his subjects: 
the fourth special session that 
may be called for teachers’ pay. 





TEXANS ON THEMSELVES 


xv The Austin American, the! 
morning paper in a city of 
197,000 people, gave its readers| 
some insight into its editors’ lit- 
erary values. In an editorial, the 
American said that literary critics 
had hailed the court ruling in 
favor of Lady Chatterley’s Lover, 
but where, asked the paper, does 
this leave the ordinary citizen 
who does not want his kids ex- 
posed to “immoral influences’? 


book, said the 
American, is “the least important 
aspect of the whole business,” be- 
cause it’s doubtful “if many peo- 


Lawrence's 


ple know what the story is about” 
or will buy it or see the film or 
be corrupted by either. Joyce’s 
Ulysses, too, is read “almost ex- 
clusively in college English 
courses,” and “Anyone looking for 
the pornographic in it must need 
it in a bad way to wade through 
Joyce’s involved and _ obscure 
style.” As a result of Flaubert’s 





The Way of Life 


Madame Bovary, also a _ court- 
disputed book, morals “apparent- 
ly have degenerated or improved 
—take your pick—just as if the 
book had never been written,” the 
newspaper editorialized. 


The American’s conclusion: 
“Those thoughtful citizens who 
may be concerned or confused 
might do well to think on those 
things before making up their 
minds.” 








Christian Science Monitor 

featured Houston's industrial- 
ization: “Houston has shucked the 
ten-gallon hat and the cowboy 
chaps in favor of the construction 
helmet, the test tubes, and the slide 
rule.” Look Magazine, in a layout 
on Texas, intimated that the time 
of the hicks is passing in our 
state, and people are taking whips 
around the big cities now in open 
sports cars and Ivy League 
clothes. Not to be outdone, the 





THE TEXAS OBSERVER 


Page 7 


— 


Houston Post said the Texas oil- 
man or cattleman has become “a 
city slicker” and a young execu- 
tive, living in the suburbs, pet- 
ting a Dachshund, drinking mixed 
drinks at a downtown club, go- 
ing “hog-wild over boats,” reading 
the Wall Street Journal, investing 
in the stock market; he is a Dem- 
ocrat by tradition “but some of 
his best friends are Republicans.” 
Concludes Elizabeth Carpenter of 
the Post's Washington Bureau, 
writing her sum-up after a visit 
to Texas: “Mr. Texas is a changed 
man.” Nevertheless, the Post also 
carried a little item explaining 





Nacogdoches, Walker, Tyler, 
Cheroke, Rusk, Panola, Shelby, 
Houston, San Augustine, Jasper, 
Polk, and San Jacinto, one dis- 
tributor sells, every week, 4,344 
containers of snuff. Over in Dal- 
las, the Times-Herald was also 
impressed by the new Texas 
trends in urban living, noting that 
“glamor is for rent in East Dal- 
las” in any of many apartments 
for $110 to $200 a month. Apart- 
ments come with swimming pools, 
air conditioning, picture windows, 
bars, stereo equipment, colored 
kitchen appliances, and “usually 
a barbecue grill.’”’ All this is “not 








Ernest Joiner, iconoclastic 

editor of the Ralls Banner, 
does not care for labor unions. In 
his column, It Sez Here, he writes: 
“Oil mill employees voted 
about five to one against the big 
push to organize a _ union It 


should prove that management is 


Political | Intelligence 


doing a better job of looking after 
the welfare of its employees than 


a coterie of union gangsters can 


do. ... The boys will be back 
next year, with brassknuckles, 
nitric acid, sawed-off shotguns, | 
bullyboys, and other union ‘per- 
suasions’ for another try at it. 
There will be violence and intimi- 
dation. Those boys ask the work- 
ers pleasantly just one time 
Major oil companies in Duval 
County have informal] told 
Duval County officials they will 
not accept any tax or valuation 
increases until all property values 





have been equalized. Farmers and 
ranchers there have gone to court 
in protest. On the other hand, 
under the stimulus of a campaign 
by Dickinson banker Walter Hall, 
an extensive equalization pro- 
gram has been proceeding in Gal- 
veston County which is having 
startling repercussions on indus- 
trial valuations compared to thoss« 
for homeowners. 


/ The Three Rivers News re- 
printed the Observer's stories 
about the Mexicans’ blacklist for 
braceros. Three Rivers is one of 
the blacklisted towns because /of 
the Felix Longoria case there ir 
1949. The newspaper was rankled 
| by the blacklisting: “Granted,” it 
| commented, “the so-called ‘black 
| list’ could scarcely have less ef- 
|fect on any area than it has on 
Three Rivers. But, as the man 
said, ‘It’s not the money, it’s ths 
| principle!’” The editor protested 
a remark by a state employee that 
| Three Rivers ought to stay on the 
| blacklist because of the Longoria 
| case. 
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cash of as a guaranteed income. 








NOW! life insurance protection for 
your family during vital years... 


Tien Qll premiums 
returned £é«s dividends 


this is now possible through modern life insurance 
planning with the SUN LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY OF CANADA, 


Security Fund “insurance or money-back” plan enables you to provide 
life insurance protection for your family until you are 65 with a guar. 
antee that, if you live to 65, all the money you paid will be refunded 
plus accumulated dividends. 
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Call the Sun Life representative in your district for more information about the 
un Life ‘money-back’ plan, or mail this coupon today. 


SUN LIFE OF CANADA 
MARTIN ELFANT 


201 Centery Building Houston, Texas 


CA 4-0686 
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NOTICE OF INTENTION 
TO INCORPORATE 

The State of Texas 
County of Harris 

Notice is hereby given of the 
ntention of AutoSports, Ltd. 
2718 Westheimer, Houston 19, 
Texas, to incorporate under the 
name of MotorSports, Inc., with 
the same mailing address. 
Lewis Wagner Smith, Jr. 
d/b/a AutoSports, Ltd. 


CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 

TO Robert Chester Still De- 
fendant, in the hereinafter styled 
and numbered cause: 

You (and each of you) are here- 
by commanded to appear before 
the 126th District Court of Travis 
County, Texas, to be held at the 
courthouse of said county in the 
City of Austin, Travis County, 
Texas, at or before 10 o'clock A. 
M. of the first Monday after the 
expiration of 42 days from the 
date of issuance hereof; that is to 
say, at or before, 10 o'clock A. M. 
of Monday the 7th day of Sep- 
tember, 1959, and answer the pe- 
tition of plaintiff in Cause Num- 
ber 114,434, in which Ruth Inez 
Carpenter Still is Plaintiff and 
Robert Chester Still is defendant, 
filed in said Court on the 22nd 
day of June, 1959, and the nature 
of which said suit is as follows: 

Being an action and prayer for 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff and 
against Defendant for decree of 
Divorce dissolving the bonds of 
matrimony heretofore and now 
existing between said _ parties; 
Plaintiff alleges that defendant 
was guilty of excesses, cruel 
treatment and outrages toward 
plaintiff; that no children were 
born of this marriage and no 
children were adopted by them; 
that no community property was 
acquired by plaintiff and defend- 
ant during their marriage; Plain- 
tiff further prays that her former 
name of Ruth Inez Carpenter be 
restored to her; Plaintiff further 
prays for relief, general and spec- 


ial; 

All of which more fully appears 
from Plaintiff's Original Petition 
on file in this office, and which 
reference is here made for all in- 
tents and purposes; 

If this citation is not served 
within 90 days after date of its 
issuance, it shall be returned un- 
served. 


| Issued and given under 


my | nership are to be presented to him 


hand and the seal of said Court) for payment 


at office in the City of Austin, 
this the 23rd day of July, 1959. 

O. T. MA N, JR. 
| Clerk of the District Courts, 
| Travis County, Texas. 


NOTICE required by Art.. 1307, 
R.S.T. is hereby given that the 
below named firm intends to in- 
corporate under the _ identical 
name. Ray Aircraft Supply Co. 


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
Notice is hereby given that the 
partnership lately subsisting be- 
tween H. G. Keaton and Grady 
Acuff of Howard County and 
Dawson County, respectively, 
under the firm name of Foster 
Gin Company, was dissolved by 
mutual consent on the last day of 
May, 1959. All debts owing to the 
said partnership are to be re- 
ceived by the said H. G. Keaton 
and Grady Acuff and all demands 
on the said partnership are to be 
presented to them for payment. 
H. G. Keaton 
Grady Acuff 





By A. E. JONES Deputy. | 





Kurt Schmedes 
W. V. Brenizer 


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
Notice is hereby given that W 
D. Anderson, an individual of 
Travis County, Texas, doing busi- 
ness under the firm name of W. D 
Anderson Company, intends to in- 
corporate said firm without a 
change of the firm name on June 
1, 1959. 
W. D. Anderson, Owner 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 
Notice is hereby given that 
Kurt Schmedes, an individual, of 
Travis County, Texas, doing busi- 
ness under the firm name of “A 
Lassberg & Company, intends to 
incorporate said firm without a 
change of the firm name on June 
1, 1959. 
Kurt Schmedes, Owner 


NOTICE OF INTENTION TO 
INCORPORATE WITHOUT 


| CHANGE OF NAME 


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

Notice is hereby given that 
George J. Christy, doing business 
under the name of SOUTHERN 


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: | ENGINEERING & CONSTRUC- 


Notice is hereby given that H.| TION COMPANY, at 


Houston, 


|G. Keaton and Grady Acuff of} Texas, will qualify a corporatior 


Howard County and Dawson 
| County, respectively, doing busi- 
| ness under the firm name of Fos- 
| ter Gin Company, intend to in- 
corporate said firm without a 
change of the firm name on June 


1, 1959. 
H. G. Keaton 
Grady Acuff 


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

Notice is hereby given that K. 
H. McGibbon, an individual, of 
Howard County, Texas, doing 
business under the firm name of 
K. H. McGibbon Oil Company, in- 
tends to incorporate said firm 
without a change of the firm 
name on June 1, 1959. 

K. H. McGibbon, Owner 


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

Notice is hereby given that the 
partnership lately subsisting be- 
tween Kurt Schmedes and W. V. 





under the firm name of “A. Lass- 
berg & Company” was dissolved 








Brenizer of Travis County, Texas, | 


by mutual consent on the last day | ; 
of June, 1959. All debts owing to! hereof; that is to say, at or before, 


and continue to do business as 
a corporation under the name of 
Southern Engineering & Con- 
struction Company, and in com- 
pliance with Article 1307, Revised 
Civil Statutes of the State of 
Texas, will post this notice one 
day each week for four (4) con- 
secutive weeks in a newspaper 
in Austin, Texas, and in a news- 
paper in Harris County, Texas 
GEORGE J. CHRISTY, dba 
Southern Engineering & 
Construction Company 


CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 

TO Juanita Solis Defendant, in 
the hereinafter styled and num- 
bered cause: 

You are hereby commanded to 
appear before the 126th District 
Court of Travis County, Texas, to 
be held at the courthouse of said 
county in the City of Austin 
Travis County, Texas, at or be- 
fore 10 o'clock A. M. of the first 
Monday after the expiration of 42 
days from the date of issuance 


Cause N yer 114,227, in which 
tiff and Juanita 





Abe 

Solis ief filed in said | 

Cour t id day of June, 

959 th ature of which said 
+ ad 


Being an action and prayer for 
judgment favor of Plaintiff and 
agair Defend for decree of 
bonds of 
and now | 

“eT parties; | 
>g€ =>] treatment 
f idant towards | 
such a! re as to render 
their further living together as 
husband vife altogether in- 

pport I f further al- 
*n were born 

in roperty was 
ntiff further prays 

2 id special; 
lly appears 
z 1 Petition 

nd to which 


a:voree iissoiving tne 




















not served 
jJate of its 
turned un- 








WITNE ’ MARTIN, JR., 
r f Distri Courts of 


inder my 
f said Court at 
f Austin, this 


District Courts, 
tv, Texas 
KLER, Deputy 


NTENTION TO 

E WITHOUT 

F NAME 
Notice erebs 

Gersh F ge and 











given that 

Aaron B 

s doing business 
e of Regal Janitor 
; at El Paso, 
| a corporation 
d I ie to do business as a 
rpora inder ne name of | 
Reg Janit Supply & Paper 
S Ir i mpliance with 
Article 7, Revised Civil Stat- 
utes of the State f Texas, will 
ost this tice one day each} 
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r Le@xXas | 
sERSHON ETTINGER and | 
AARON B. GOODMAN, partners | 

b/a Regal Janitor Supply 
& Paper Co. | 


ant, in the hereinafter styled and 
numbered cause: 

You are hereby commanded to 
appear before the 126th District 


| Court of Travis County, Texas, to 


be held at the courthouse of said 
county in the City of Aust.a 
Travis County, Texas, at or be- 
fore 10 o'clock A. M. of the first 
Monday after the expiration of 42 
days from the date of issuance 
hereof; that is to say, at or before 


| 10 o'clock A. M. of Monday the 


17th day of August, 1959, and an- 


|swer the petition of plaintiff in 


Cause Number 114,597, in which 


| Myrtle McDonald is Plaintiff and 


Marion McDonald is defendant, 


| filed in said Court on the 30 day 


of June, 1959, and the nature of 
which said suit is as follows 
Reing an action and prayer for 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff and 
against Defendant for decree of 
divorce dissolving the bonds of 
matrimony heretofore and now 
existing between said parties 
Plaintiff alleges cruel treatment 


'on the part of Defendant toward: 


her of such a nature as to render 
their further living together as 
husband and wife altogether in 
supportable; Plaintiff further al- 
leges that three children wers 
born to said union, ages nine, five 
and three years; Defendant is the 
proper person to have their care 
custody and control and for which 
she prays judgment; Plaintiff fur 
ther alleges that defendant is abl 
to contribute a reasonable amount 
toward the support of said chil 
dren and for which plaintiff prays 
judgment; Plaintiff further al- 
leges that no community property 
is in issue; Plaintiff further prays 
for relief, general and special; 

All of which more fully appears 
from Plaintiff's Original Petitior 
on file in this office and to whic! 
reference is here made; 

If this citation is not served 
within 90 days after date of its 
issuance, it shall be returned un 
served. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR 
Clerk of the District Courts of 
Travis County, Texas 


Issued and given under my 


| hand and the seal of said Court 


at office in the City of Austin, 
this the 30th day of June, 1959 
. T. MARTIN, JR 
Clerk of the District Courts 
Travis Ceunty, Texas 
By GEO. W. BICKLER, Deputy 





Readers on Reverse Prejudice, Beer Ads 


Claude Freeman, Attorney, Den- 
ver City, Texas. 

PS.: The same goes for your 
editorial dated July 4 in which 
you seem to lose all balance and 
perspective in the matter. 


Reverse Prejudice 


Sirs: I hope that Mr. Dobie’s 
perceptive review (Observer, July 
4) does “stir up some of your 
liberals.” 

There is a type of liberal who 
romanticizes, to use Mr. Dobie's 
term, not only the primitive 
church and its music, but primi- 
tive jazz as well. This person be- 
lieves that jazz died sometime in 
the early thirties; his opposite is 
the beat young man who is equal- 
ly certain that no one waiied be- 
fore 1942-43 and that it all hap- 
pened one wild night at Minton’s. 

Both however are apt to agree 
on one point; only the negro can 
really blow. This curious fallacy 
is the cause of equally curious 
statements and attitudes. A friend 
who raved about Leon Rappallo’s 
playing suddenly discovered sev- 
eral previously well-concealed 
flaws in the same performances 
after reading a history of early 
jazz bands. Until then my friend 
had not known that the Original 
Dixieland Jazz Band, with whom 
Rappallo played, was a white 
group. 

A little over a year ago, I met 
an official (and founder) of a 
record company that is noted for 
its issues of contemporary jazz. 
I commented on the recorded per- 
formance of a particularly fine 
white drummer who has taste 
and sensibility, and who swings. 
The record company official put 
me down with, “I've no use for 
any of those ofay musicians.” I 
thought he was having business 
troubles with them. Further con- 
versation quickly revealed that 
his hostility was directed toward 
their music. 

There may be a correspondence 
between the beat young man’s 


involving racial relations, and of 
many relationships where race is 
not involved. 

The phony scholarship that has 
grown from Reverse English Pre- 
judice has produced several his- 
tories of jazz, of the spiritual, and 
of the blues. Unfortunately, these 
are accepted in certain circles as 
gospel. In truth they serve only 
to further confirm certain beliefs 
about the negro and his music 
held by the romanticist, Reverse 
English Bigot, or what you will. 
It is to be regretted that these 
works are also accepted by the 
square who should know better. 
(He is more primitive—has not 
been exposed to all that socio- 
politicio jazz, you know.) 

So three cheers for Mr. Dobie's 
review of Mr. Lomax’s “Rain- 
bow,” which apparently is a pro- 
duct of the intellectual (anti-in- 
tellectual?) category discussed 
above. 

Dig you cats at Holy Roller 
meeting. 

Bing Soph, 530 Pinehaven Dr., 
Houston 24. 

(Ordinarily we upper-case the 
“N” in Negro, but under the cir- 
cumstances we've left Mr. Soph's 
letter as he wrote it.—Ed.) 


Warts Sans Bedi 


Sirs: Send me a half dozen 
copies of the Bedichek issue if 
the Observer. Like the FBI issue 
of the Nation, this is one that I 
want to keep and, now and then, 
share. 

It’s the idea of the Bedichek is- 
sue, the deep respect in that fact 
alone, that pleases me. The writ- 
ing itself, generally, I found pret- 
ty uniformly bad. In itself it was 
no proof. If I hadn't known Bedi- 
chek myself I'd never have got 





resolutions to myself to try to 
move closer to the rhythm of na- 
ture. 

Mr. Bedichek’s life is proof that 
a sensitive, intelligent person can 
find a constructive route through 
this life even while recognizing 
the terrors that lurk in the 
shadows. 

You did a superb job in getting 
this issue together. I do not want 
to part from my copy, and I am 
wondering if you have an extra 
copy that I could pass among my 
friends. 

Edwin M. Gale, Box 1710, Beau- 
mont. 


Sirs: Just had to write you a 
letter of appreciation for the 
Bedichek issue. It should win an 
Oscar or an Emmy or a Pulitzer 
Special or something! I had heard 
of Mr. Bedichek and vaguely 
knew that he was sort of “an- 
other J. Frank Dobie,” but now I 
feel that I know him. Yours was 
a wonderful tribute to a very 
wonderful man. 

Ralph White, 1318 N. 65th St., 
Waco. 


Sirs: I thoroughly enjoyed your 
special issue in the life of Roy 
Bedichek. I have admired Mr. 
Bedichek for many years. ... I 
know full well that he quietly 
and sternly turned a discordant 
(University Interscholastic) Lea- 
gue into a harmonious one where 
integrity was taken for granted 
under his guidance. 

I am preserving this issue for 
future generations by placing it 
in a library in Houston. I 
thoroughly enjoy each issue of 
the Texas Observer, and it con- 
tinues to brighten the pathway 
for me as I pass through my twi- 
light years. 

Mrs. Jessie B. Sledge, 
Smithdale Rd., Houston 24. 


1130] 





any notion of his size and honor 


hostility to form, literature, in| . 
‘ | from this: he was no astronomer; 
fact, all formalized expression, | 


and the moldy fig’s contempt for} 
the jazz musician who can read 
music 

I am certain that these fairly 
common attitudes (one finds them 
among liberals who seem to dig 


Sirs: Your Bedichek issue was 
he wasn't any great shakes as a an unforgettable one for me. In 
botanist, either; he was a fair high school we learned some lines 
birdwatcher; ... he knew a lot) that I considered trite, but they 
| of verse by heart, mostly Victor-| came back to me with new mean- 
ian, mostly insipid; an effusive! ing as I read of Roy Bedichek: 
letter from a friend could make| “Lives of great men all remind 
nothing later than Benny Good. | him cry like a Greek; his talk) us, We can make our lives sub- 
man) have common origin with | “45 magicel, om ng Praag ovale od lime, And departing, leave be- 
member any of it; his stories, like hind us,/Footprints on the sand of 








Mr. Lomax’s attitude; one will | ; 
note the similarity a novelist’s, created characters, | time” 
These attitudes spring from| Ut © one quoted any of them— ‘Thank you for printing these 


except, perhaps, a Mr. Hudson, | “footprints” for the benefit of an- 


what I call, for want of a better 
who so mangled one as to make! other generation of students who 





term, “a Reserve English Preju- 
dice.” This phenomenon of the 
left is not only manifested in the 
manner of the preceding ex- 
amples; it is not confined to at- 
titudes toward preaching, spirit- 
uals (“more honest than Bach” 
one friend once argued), the 
blues, and jazz. It is to be seen as 
the liberal goes about his~ daily 
tasks; when he is overly polite 
because the person he is dealing 
with is not of his race, or when 
he failed to give someone hell 
who should be given hell because 
he is conscious of that person's 
difference. It turns some middle- 
class liberals into hipsters (the 
phenomenon of the “square-hip- 
ster”) when they find themselves 
associated with young negroes of 
high school or college age. 

It is a kind of bigotry and is as 
destructive in its way as the atti- 
tude of the racist; for it colors 
one’s behavior and relationships 
with his fellow man in a manner 


which precludes clear thinking| feel like a better 
and evaluation of all situations| morning. 


Bedichek out a bit on the con- 
temptible side. Where was the) 
brave Bedichek that I knew, the) 
man of character? Your writers 
all managed to get between him} 
and the camera. They had heard, | 
it’s evident enough, the anecdote | 
about Cromwell and the painter. | 
Remember? ““Shall I leave out the | 
warts, sir?” said the painter. “Put 
them in, put them in,” said Crom- 
well. Your writers put in the 
warts but they left out the Bedi- 
chek. 

Nevertheless, as I started out 
by saying, I want some extra 
copies of the Bedichek issue. I 
want them simply because it is 
about Bedichek. 

R. S. Stephenson, New York 
City. 


Other Views 


Sirs: Last night I read your 





June 27 issue on Roy Bedichek. I 
person this 
I have made several 
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could not personally know this 
great Texan. 

James W. Byrd, Associate Pro- 
fessor, East Texas State College, 
Commerce. 


‘Sneaky Ads’ 


(The Observer received a letter 
of protest against beer ads from 
|Mrs. Wilbur S. Cleaves of Hous- 
| ton, replied, and heard from her 
| again that she would like us to 
| publish her letter, if we would 
| also publish our reply. We do so. 
| —Ed.) 


Sirs: I'm in a dilemma! I want 
| to scold the Observer for these 
| sneaky liquor ads, and yet, I think 
| you really work all the time for 
| the PEOPLE and I know you be- 
lieve in social justice with spec- 
ial privilege for none. The latter 
is so commendable and so import- 
ant to the future of our democ- 
racy, I find myself in your debt! 

“Beer Belongs”! (Obs. July 4). 
Texans had to pay $53.38 to get 
$1 liquor revenue in 1955—de- 
pendent children because of alco- 
hol cost us $10,572,240.00. Crime 
due to liquor $500,000,000.00. High- 
way deaths $31,994,000.00. Auto- 
mobile insurance (added cost be- 
cause of liquor) $97,565,200.00, in- 
dustrial loss due to liquor $30,000,- 
000.00—property loss, etc. (Fig- 


ures from Texas Alcohol-Narcot- 
ics Education, Dallas, Texas.) 
One out of twelve social drink- 
ers will become alcoholic, 60 per- 
cent of city arrests are alcohol- 





related. One could go on and say 
the Observer’s responsibility to 
its advertisers will affect its abil- 
ity or inability to speak the truth, 
and there is likelihood of “serv- 
ice to a special group”—namely, 
the Texas Division of US. Brew- 
ers Foundation. 

I feel sick. 

Mrs. W. S. Cleaves, 8141 Joplin 
St., Houston 17. 


Dear Mrs. Cleaves: 


I am sorry the beer ads in the 
Observer sicken you. I know that 
drinking has bad effects, like peo- 
ple driving cars also does; or 
boating on the lake, for people 
drown from carelessness and ex- 
cess; but they make their own 
mistakes. I believe in people's 
civil liberties, I think this in- 
cludes what they drink. I believe 
in a newspaper selling ad space 
without censoring the advertisers’ 
messages, providing only that 
they are not libelous or plainly 
false; and that space should be 
available to anyone else on the 
other side, and the letters column 
to differing readers. As ours is, to 
you. If you will write me back 


saying so, I shall regard your let-| 


ter as one to the Stump, and 
print it. Thank you for your kind 
words, too, and for your concern 
and good faith with life, which I 
believe I share. 

Ronnie Dugger. 


From Mrs. Cleave’s reply we 
quote a few more paragraphs: 


Sirs: When an individual 
abuses his “civil liberties” or his 
individual rights and brings harm 
to other people then it is not a 
matter of personal freedom at 
stake; something else is invoived. 


I don’t care what others drink 
if only they will stay off the 
highways, and out of cars. I as- 
sure you many an innocent is 
dead, and many a family desti- 
tute, because of alcohol. 


I would settle for an all-out} 
educational campaign in our, 
schools, from _ the elementary | 
through the junior high and high | 
school, about cause and effect on | 
a human being who consumes) 
beverage alcohol. 


As a professing Christian, I 
think concern for our fellow man 
is vital. With more than five mil- 
lion alcoholics in our land, one 
can see we have a problem. I 
guess the taxpayer will provide 
the care for the poor children, pay 
the police bill, hospital bill, 
courts, etc., and then being stupid 
believe Homer Leonard when he 
calls the likes of me a “do- 
gooder” and brags the way beer 
taxes help us! God knows we 
don't deserve much more. 

I would give anything if we in 
Texas could have state dispensa- 
tion of alcoholic beverages and 
require an identification card to 
get in the state stores. Further, I 
think the beer should be sold at 
cost plus handling charges. Is this 
denying anyone the right to drink 
what he chooses, or is it provid- 
ing more protection for society? 

Mrs. Cleaves. 


Others Who Don’t 


Sirs: It is my opinion that the 
Lubbock incident pounced upon 
by the Mexican Government 
would parallel that of the United 
States State Department requir- 
ing all tourists to avoid a given 
locality in Old Mexico because 
one shop owner cheated or other- 
wise milked one American or two, 
if necessary, out of some tourist 
dollars. It is my opinion that the 
action of the Mexican Govern- 
ment is ill-advised, inconsider- 
ate and arbitrary, because it ap- 
pears that they have failed to 
weigh or consider other people in 
the Lubbock area who do not and 
did not discriminate. 





Various Points 


Sirs: No one can be informed on 
government in the state of Texas 
without the Observer. C. P. Elliott, 
615 Austin St., Plainview. 


Sirs: Franklin Jones chose to 
use every slogan used by the 
Democratic Party during the last 
eight years in his comments on 
the Strauss affair (Obs. July 11), 
but I wish that he could have 
found a place amidst all that in- 
vective for an argument. Since 
he choose to use Strauss as a 
symbol of deep, dark bureau- 
cratic secrecy, I think that he 
should remember that before we 
can have bureaucratic secretive- 
ness we must have a bureaucracy 
and that if we have the latter we 
will have the former. We have 
had the latter for twenty years. 

John Spasse, Austin. 


Sirs: Every issue of your paper 
is excellent, but that of May 9 
was wonderful, and the feature of 
your editor regarding Lyndon B. 
| Johnson is a masterpiece (“When 
he Man Depends on Fear for 


| Friends”). 
| 





Maybe some of our good Demo- 
| crats who helped keep the party 
| together through these last few 
| years are having a “brainstorm.” 
|It is difficult to understand how 
| they can praise the sly LBJ and 
| join hands with the deserters to 
| put him in the White House. We 
| true-blue Americans intend to do 
all in our power to prevent this 


| tragedy. 
More power to you, dear editor. 


Marie Jackson, 126 S. Montreal, 
Dallas. 


‘Lobbyist’ Road 


Sirs: I see that Mr. Bailey gave 
the Claude Gilmer Road a con- 
siderable amount of publicity in 
the Houston Press. You exposed 
this horrible road in the Observer 
last March a year ago, and the 
state legislature has not yet made 
an official investigation of this 
rood. ... 

I think that the Highway De- 
partment should call the Claude 
Gilmer Road a Lobbyist-to-Aus- 
tin Road instead of a Ranch-to- 
Market Road. 

I gave Attorney General Will 
Wilson a map of the Claude Gil- 
mer Road and a_ considerable 
amount of detailed information 
about this road in my three let- 
ters to him of June 5th, 6th, and 
7th. I told him that I thought that 
he should investigate this road, 
and I certainly believe that I gave 
him enough information to prove 
that he should investigate this 
road. He has not answered these 
three letters, and I do not believe 
that he has done one bit of in- 
vestigating of the Claude Gilmer 
Road.... 


Joe Harry Bower, 227 West Oak, 
Uvalde. 
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